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Child Support and Alimony: 1989 

INTRODUCTION 

The number of women living with children whose 
father was absent from the home was 9,955,000 as of 
spring 1990, an increase of 39 percent in little more than 
a decade.' Approximately 16 million children with absent 
fathers lived in these households. At present, 26 per- 
cent of all children are born to unmarried mothers2 
There is much concern about the low incomes and 
accompanying high poverty rate of these mothers, and 
the impact upon their children. 

This report presents information on receipt of support 
payments by women following divorce or separation 
and receipt of child support payments for children of 
never-married women. It includes information on: 1) the 
award and actual receipt of child support payments by 
women for the benefit of their children, 2) alimony 
receipt for their own support, and 3) the receipt and type 
of property settlement for ever-divorced women. The 
questions were not asked of men with children from an 
absent mother as the survey sample size is insufficient 
to provide reliable statistics for this universe. 

The data presented in this report were derived from 
supplements to the Current Population Survey (CPS). 
Estimates for 1990 are based on women 15 years old 
and over. Estimates for 1986 and earlier years are 
based on women 18 years and over. Two sets of 1988 
estimates are included in this report: one based on 
women 18 years and over that is consistent with earlier 
estimates, and another (1988r) based on women 14 
years and over to facilitate 1988 through 1990 compar- 
isons. 

The Bureau of the Census, under joint sponsorship 
with the Department of Health and Human Services, 
first conducted a suwey specifically designed to obtain 
data on child support and alimony in the spring of 1979. 
The survey, with minor modifications, was subsequently 
conducted in 1962,1984,1986,1988, and 1990 by the 
Bureau of the Census and sponsored, in part, by the 
Office of Child Support Enforcement, Department of 
Health and Human Services. Data from the earlier 
reports were presented in Current Population Reports, 
Series P-23, Nos. 11 2, 140, 148, 154, and 167. Sum- 
mary statistics from all previous surveys are presented 
in tables A, B, E, F, K, and M of this report. 

'Women 18 years and older. 
2NCHS Monthly Vital Statistics Report, Vol. 39, No. 4, August 

1990. 

HIGHLIGHTS 

(The figures in parentheses denote 90-percent con- 
fidence intervals.) 

As of spring 1990, 10.0 (k0.4) million mothers age 15 
and over were living with their own children under 21 
years of age whose fathers were not living in the 
households. About 58 (f 1.0) percent, or 5.7 (f0.3) 
million of these women were awarded child support 
payments. 

The poverty rate for all women with children from 
absent fathers was 32 (k2.7) percent in 1989. 

Of the 5.7 (k0.3) million women awarded child sup- 
port, 5.0 (f0.3) million women were supposed to 
receive child support payments in 1989. Of the women 
due payments, about half received the full amount 
they were due. The remaining women were about 
equally divided between those receiving partial pay- 
ment, and those receiving nothing. 

The child support award rate for never-married women 
was 24 ( f  3.3) percent as of spring 1990; the award 
rate for ever-married women was 72 (k2.2) percent. 

The majority of absent fathers, 55 (rt2.1) percent, 
had visitation privileges with their children in 1990, 
another 7 ( f l  . l )  percent had joint custody, but 38 
(k2.0) percent had neither. 

The mean (average) amount of child support received 
in 1989 was $2,995 ( f  $158), not significantly differ- 
ent than 1987 after adjustment for inflation. 

The aggregate amount of child support received in 
1989 was $11.2 ( f  $0.8) billion in 1989, 69 ( f  6.3) 
percent of the total $16.3 ( f  $1 .O) billion due. 

Health care benefits were included in the child sup- 
port awards of 40 (k2.0) percent of mothers, how- 
ever, only two-thirds of the absent fathers required to 
do so actually provided them. 

Of the 4.2 (f 0.3) million women who were never 
awarded child support payments, 64 (f2.2) percent 
wanted an award but did not obtain it for various 
reasons, 14 ( f  3.1) percent had final agreement 
pending or had made other arrangements, and the 
remaining 22 (f2.6) percent did not want a child 
support award. 



As of spring 1990, 2.9 (k0.2) million women had, at 
some time, contacted a government agency for assis- 
tance in obtaining child support. 

Of the 20.6 (k0.5) million ever-divorced or currently 
separated women in 1990, 15 (+ 1 .O) percent were 
awarded alimony payments. 

Of the 17.8 (f 0.5) million ever-divorced women in 
1990, 32 (+I .4) percent received a property settle- 
ment. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN WITH 
CHILDREN FROM ABSENT FATHERS 

As of spring 1990, 10.0 million women age 15 and 
over were living with children under 21 years of age 
whose fathers were not living in the household. This 
was not significantly different from the comparable 1988 
estimate of 9.6 million. However, in 1990 the number of 
women 18 years and over with children from an absent 
father, 9.8 million, was 39 percent higher than in 1979, 
the first year of the survey. (See table A.) 

The number of never-married women with children 
from an absent father as of spring 1990 (3.0 million), 
while not significantly larger than 1988, has more than 
doubled since 1979. The number of women of other 
marital statuses rose by only 22 percent during the 
same time period. (See figure 1 .) 

The race and Hispanic origin distribution of women 
with children from absent fathers did not change signif- 
icantly from 1988. In 1990, Whites, Blacks, and women 
of Hispanic origin represented 69.4, 27.8, and 11.2 
percent of the total, respectively. 

There were significant changes in the educational 
attainment of mothers with children from absent fathers 
between 1988 and 1990. The percentage of women 
with less than a high school education decreased from 
26.2 percent in 1988 to 23.8 percent in 1990. Women 
with at least some college rose from 26.9 percent to 
28.9 percent of the total between 1988 and 19903. 

The number of women with children from absent 
fathers who were below the official government poverty 
level was 3.2 million in 1989, a poverty rate of 32.2 
percent. The 1989 poverty rate, while not significantly 
different from the 1987 rate, has risen slowly in the 
1980s. In 1979, the poverty rate for women with children 
from absent fathers was 27.8 percent. 

SThe percentages of women with less than a high school educa- 
tion and those with some college were not significantly different in 
1988. 

Figure 1. 
Marital Status of Women With Own Children 
Under Age 21 From Absent Fathers 

(In millions) 
12 I C=] Never Married 

Widowed 
Separated 

10 Divorced 
Married 

April Supplement Year 

The poverty rate for never-married women was 53.9 
percent in 1989, compared with a poverty rate of 23.1 
percent for ever-married women. The poverty rate for 
White women with children present from absent fathers, 
25.5 percent, was just over one-half that of Black 
women (47.4 percent). The poverty rate for Hispanic- 
origin women was 48.2 percent, not significantly differ- 
ent from the poverty rate of Black women. 

The poverty status of women with children from 
absent fathers differed by their level of educational 
attainment. The poverty rate of women with less than a 
high school education was 59.1 percent in 1989, more 
than twice that of women with at least a high school 
education (23.8 percent). 

Younger women with children from absent fathers 
were much more likely to have family incomes below the 
poverty level than their older counterparts. The poverty 
rate for women under 30 (49.2 percent) was about 
double that of women over 30 (24.1 percent). 

Women with more than one child from an absent 
father were also more likely to be poor than those with 
only one child. The poverty rates for women with two or 
more children was 41.4 percent in 1989, about 60 
percent higher than the poverty rate of 25.4 percent for 
women with only one child. 



Table A . Women With Own Children Under 21 Years of Age Present From Absent Fathers 
(Numbers in thousands . Women 15 years and over as of April 1990 . Women 14 years and over as of April 1988'. Women 18 years and wer 
as of April 1988 and for previous years . For meaning of symbols. see text) 

Characteristics 

ALL WOMEN 

Total ............................ 
Current marital status: 

Married1 ............................ 
Divorced ............................ 
Separated ........................... 
Widowed2 ........................... 
Never married ....................... 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 
Black ............................... 

...................... Hispanic origin3 
Age: 

Less than 18 years ................... 
....................... 18 to 29 years 
....................... 30 to 39 years 

.................... 40 years and over 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years ................... 
High school: 4 years ................. 
College: 1 to 3 years .............. 

4 years or more .......... 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ........................... 

........................ Two children 
Three children ....................... 

................ Four children or more 
WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL 

Total ............................ 
Current marital status: 

Married' ............................ 
Divorced ............................ 
Separated ........................... 
Widowed2 ........................... 
Never married ....................... 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 
Black ............................... 

...................... Hispanic origin3 

Age: 
Less than 18 years ................... 51 82 
18 to 29 years ....................... 1. 531 1. 562 
30 to 39 years ....................... 1. 189 1. 201 

.................... 40 years and over 434 427 
Years of school completed: 

Less than 12 years ................... 1. 403 1. 485 
High school: 4 years ................. 1. 300 1. 373 
College: 1 to 3 years .............. 459 353 

4 years or more .......... 44 62 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ........................... 1. 455 1. 487 
Two children ........................ 1. 047 
Three children ....................... 
Four children or more ................ 232 286 

'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
2Widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
3Women of Hispanic origin may be of any race . 



Supposed to receive 

Supposed to receive 

WOMEN ABOVE 
POVERTY LEVEL 

Did not receive pay- 

WOMEN BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL 

Not supposed to 

4 

Table 6. Award and Recipiency Status of Women-Child Support Payments for All Women 
(Numbers in thousands. Women with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990, 1988, 1986, 1984, 
1982, and 1979. Women 15 years and over as of April 1990. Women 14 years and over as of April 1988 for 1987'. Women 18 years and older 
as of April of the following year for previous years. For meaning of symbols, see text) 

I 

I 

'Award status as of spring 1990, 1988, 1986, 1984, 1982, and 1979. 
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Table C . Child Support Payments Awarded and Received-Women With Children Present. by Selected 
Characteristics for All Women and Women With Incomes Below Poverty Level in 1989 

Characteristics 

ALL WOMEN 
Total ............................... 

Current marital status: 
Married2 ............................. 
Divorced ............................. 
Separated ........................... 
widowed3 ........................... 
Never married ........................ 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 
Black ............................... 
Hispanic origin4 ....................... 

Age: 
15 to 17 years ........................ 
18 to 29 years ........................ 
30 to 39 years ........................ 
40 years and over ..................... 

Years of school completed: 
Lessthan 12years .................... 
High school: 4 years ................... 
College: 1 to 3 years ............... 

........... 4 years or more 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ............................ 
Two children ......................... 
Three children ........................ 
Four children or more ................. 

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1989 

Total ............................... 
Current marital status: 

Married2 ............................. 
Divorced ............................. 
Separated ........................... 
Widowed3 ........................... 
Never married ........................ 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 
Black ............................... 
Hispanic origin4 ....................... 

Age: 
15 to 17 years ........................ 
18 to 29 years ........................ 
30 to 39 years ........................ 
40 years and over ..................... 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years .................... 
High school: 4 years ................... 
College: 1 to 3 years ............... 

. . . . . . . . . . .  4 years or more 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ............................ 
Two children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Three children ........................ 
Four children or more ................. 

Total 

4. 953 

1. 685 
2. 123 

527 
34 

583 

4. 048 
791 
364 

23 
1. 208 
2. 413 
1. 309 

741 
2. 470 
1. 139 

603 

2. 742 
1. 608 

488 
115 

1. 190 

106 
525 
221 

4 
334 

827 
325 
148 

15 
507 
500 
1 68 

391 
574 
21 1 
14 

534 
371 
21 9 
67 

under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990 . 
- -- 

(Numbers in thousands . Women 15 years 
For meaning of symbols. see text) 

'Award status as of spring 1990 . 
'Remarried women whose previous 

Total 

9. 955 

2. 531 
3. 056 
1. 352 

65 
2. 950 

6. 905 
2. 770 
1. 112 

1 28 
3. 086 
4. 175 
2. 566 

2. 372 
4. 704 
1. 988 

891 

5. 721 
2. 873 
1. 030 

331 

3. 206 

176 
820 
61 2 

8 
1. 590 

1. 763 
1. 314 

536 

51 
1. 531 
1. 189 

434 

1. 403 
1. 300 

459 
44 

1. 455 
945 
573 
232 

3Widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
4Wornen of Hispanic origin may be of any race . 

* II 4 

Percent 
awarded 

child support 
payments' 

57.7 

79.0 
76.8 
47.9 

(6) 
23.9 

67.5 
34.5 
40.6 

18.0 
45.6 
64.3 
63.6 

36.9 
62.0 
65.0 
74.5 

57.2 
63.1 
52.1 
37.8 

43.3 

72.2 
70.4 
47.1 

(6) 
24.5 

54.6 
29.2 
33.0 

(6) 
39.8 
47.8 
44.9 

32.4 
52.2 
52.3 
(6) 

43.5 
47.2 
41.7 
29.7 

Supposed to receive child support in 1989 

and older with 

marriage ended in 

own children 

divorce . 

1989 

Child support 
as percent of 
total income 

18.5 

20.3 
17.1 
20.5 

(6) 
19.9 

18.8 
16.3 
20.1 

(6) 
19.9 
17.8 
18.9 

21.4 
19.9 
18.1 
15.7 

15.3 
20.2 
30.3 
26.4 

37.4 

52.3 
37.8 
34.9 

(6) 
34.2 

39.4 
32.4 
36.8 

(6) 
33.0 
36.2 
55.5 

30.0 
36.7 
50.5 
(6) 

38.1 
38.3 
39.2 

(6) 

child support in 

Mean total 
money 
income 

16. 171 

14. 469 
19. 456 
14. 891 

(6) 
9. 495 

16. 632 
13. 898 
14. 758 

(6) 
9. 938 

17. 006 
20. 668 

8. 201 
13. 535 
18. 462 
30. 872 

15. 799 
17. 465 
14. 863 
12. 217 

5. 047 

4. 351 
5. 581 
4. 917 

(6) 
4. 543 

5. 010 
5. 174 
4. 958 

(0) 
4. 589 
5. 982 
4. 173 

4. 522 
5. 206 
5. 435 

(6) 

4. 450 
5. 336 
5. 747 

(6) 

Actually 

Percent 

75.2 

72.1 
77.0 
79.7 

(6) 
73.2 

76.5 
69.7 
69.8 

(6) 
75.6 
74.4 
76.2 

66.7 
76.4 
76.6 
77.9 

75.8 
75.6 
70.1 
77.4 

68.3 

67.0 
66.3 
74.2 
(0) 

68.6 

67.8 
69.8 
63.5 

(6) 
67.9 
67.4 
72.0 

61.9 
71.3 
72.0 
(6) 

70.4 
69.8 
60.7 

(6) 

received 

Mean child 
support 

2. 995 

2. 931 
3. 322 
3. 060 

(6) 
1. 888 

3. 132 
2. 263 
2. 965 

(6) 
1. 981 
3. 032 
3. 903 

1. 754 
2. 698 
3. 338 
4. 850 

2. 425 
3. 527 
4. 509 
3. 226 

1. 889 

2. 275 
2.1 12 
1. 717 

(6) 
1. 553 

1. 972 
1. 674 
1. 824 

(6) 
1. 515 
2. 167 
2. 316 

1. 355 
1. 910 
2. 745 

(6) 

1. 697 
2. 046 
2. 252 

(6) 



AWARD AND RECEIPT OF CHILD SUPPORT 
PAYMENTS 

Characteristics of Women 1 

As of 1990, 5.7 million women had been awarded 
child support payments. (See table 6.) Of these, 5.0 
million were supposed to receive payments for their 
children in 1989. (The remaining mothers did not have 
payments due them in 1989.)4 (See figure 2.) 

Figure 2. 
Award of Child Support Payments 
(As of Spring 1990) 

Not 
Awarded Awarded 

42.3% and Due 
in 1989 
49.8% 

Awarded and 
Not Due 

in 1989 

Base: 10.0 million women with children from 
absent fathers. 

Of those awarded child support, about one-half received 
full payment of the amount due in 1989. The remainder 
were split about evenly between those receiving partial 
payments and those receiving no payments at all. 

Of women with children from absent fathers, 57.7 
percent were awarded child support in 1990, not signif- 
icantly different from the 58.1 percent awarded support 
as of 1988. The percentage of women awarded child 
support who were due and actually received payments 
in 1989 was 75.2 percent, also not significantly different 
from 1987. 

Women with child support awards in 1990 had a 
significantly lower poverty rate than those without sup- 
port awards. Poverty rates of women with and without 
child support awards were 24.1 and 43.2 percent, 

respectively. The poverty rate for women who actually 
received child support payments in 1989 was 21.8 
percent. 

The percentage of poor women who were awarded 
and due child support payments in 1989 was 37.1 
percent, significantly lower than the 55.8 percent award 
rate for nonpoor women. Of poor women due child 
support payments, 68.3 percent actually received pay- 
ments in 1989, not significantly different from the com- 
parable 1987 receipt rate. The payment receipt rate for 
nonpoor women in 1989 was 77.4 percent. 

Table C presents data on the award and receipt of 
child support payments, and the mean support pay- 
ments and money income by characteristics of women 
with children from absent fathers. The child support 
award rate for never-married women was 23.9 percent 
as of 1990, about one-third of the award rate for 
ever-married women (72.0 percent). Of women due 
child support, the percentage of never-married women 
who received payments in 1989 (73.2 percent) was not 
significantly different from the comparable percentage 
for ever-married women. 

The award rate for Whites (67.5 percent) was about 
twice that of Blacks (34.5 percent). The award rate for 
Hispanic-origin women was 40.6 percent.5 The percent- 
age of White women who received the child support 
payments due them in 1989 was 76.5 percent, not 
significantly different than the receipt rates of Black or 
Hispanic-origin women (both around 70 percent). 

Women with four or more years of college were more 
likely to be awarded payments than women with less 
than a college education. However, they were not more 
likely to have actually received payments that were due 
them. 

Absent Father's Visitation and Joint Custody 
Provisions 

The majority of absent fathers, (54.9 percent), had 
visitation privileges as of spring 1990. (See table D.) An 
additional 7.3 percent of fathers had joint custody of 
their children; the remaining 37.9 percent of absent 
fathers had neither custody nor visitation rights. (See 
figure 3.) 

A higher percentage of mothers of children whose 
fathers had visitation privileges were awarded child 
support (77.7 percent) than those who had neither 
visitation privileges nor joint custody (27.3 percent). The 
award rate for mothers of children whose fathers had 
joint custody was 65.3 percent, less than the rate for 

4Reasons why support payments were not supposed to be received 
in 1989 included: awarding of payments after the 1989 income year, 
the death of an absent father and presence of children past the age 5The percentage differences between Blacks and those of His- 
of eligibility for payments. panic origin were not statistically significant. 



Figure 3. 
Visitation and Joint Custody Provisions 
of Absent Fathers 
(As of Spring 1990) 

Neither 
37.9%Jf 

Base: 10.0 million women wlh children from 
absent fathers. 

fathers with visitation only; however, in such situations it 
is likely that the absent father provided support func- 
tions in addition to, or in lieu of, cash payments. 

A higher percentage of fathers with joint custody pay 
the child support due (90.2 percent) than fathers who 
have visitation privileges (79.1 percent) and those with- 
out visitation or joint custody provisions (44.5 percent). 

The poverty rate in 1989 for mothers of children 
whose fathers had visitation privileges was 27.0 per- 
cent, significantly lower than the 41.0 percent rate for 
women when the father had no visitation or joint custody 
provisions. The poverty rate among women who had 

Figure 4. 
Residence of Absent Fathers 
(As of Spring 1 990) 

Different 
State - 

25.6% 

joint custody of the children with the father was 25.6 
percent, not significantly different from the poverty rate 
for mothers of children whose fathers had visitation 
privileges. 

Absent Father's Residence 

Over 60 percent of absent fathers resided in the 
same State as their children in 1990; an additional 25.6 
percent of absent fathers lived in another State. The 
residence of the remaining 10.7 percent of absent 
fathers was either overseas or unknown. (See figure 4.) 

Absent fathers who lived in the same State as their 
children and who were supposed to pay child support in 
1989 had a payment rate of 81.1 percent, while fathers 
who resided in a different State had a significantly lower 
child support payment rate of 65.6 percent. Those 
fathers whose residence was overseas or unknown had 
a payment rate of 46.6 percent. 

Child Support Received 

The mean amount of child support received by all 
women who received payments was $2,995 in 1989. 
This was not significantly different from the comparable 
1987 amount after adjustment for inflation.6 (See 
table E.) 

The mean child support payment received by divorced 
and separated women was the highest of any marital 
status ($3,268). In contrast, payments to never-married 
women averaged $1,888 in 1989. 

The mean amount of child support received by White 
women ($3,132) was about 38 percent higher than that 
of Black women ($2,263) in 1989. The mean amount of 
child support received by women of Hispanic origin was 
$2,965, not significantly different from that of White 
women. 

Women with four or more years of college averaged 
$4,850 in child support in 1989, about 67 percent higher 
than the mean of $2,900 received by women with at 
least a high school education (or some college), and 
more than two and three-quarters times that of women 
with less than a high school education ($1,754). 

The mean child support payment received by poor 
women in 1989 was $1,889, 57.2 percent of the mean 
payment received by nonpoor women ($3,304). Child 
support payments, on average, were 37.4 percent of the 
total money income of poor mothers, compared with 
17.1 percent for nonpoor mothers. 

Women who were awarded and received support 
payments for their children had significantly higher total 
money incomes, on average, than women who were not 

Base: 10.0 million women with children from 
absent fathers. 

'Caution should be exercised when comparing year-to-year changes 
in mean child support received as these figures can be affected by 
extreme values. 
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Table D. ChiM Support Payments Awarded and Received, by Selected Characteristics of Absent Fathers 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990. 
For meaning of symbols, see text) 
-- - 

I 

I 'Award status as of spring 1990. 
'This category includes father residence unknown. 

awarded or did not receive payments. (See figure 5.) 1989 was no higher than the 1987 deficit when adjusted 
The mean total money income of women who were for inflation. In addition, the percentage of aggregate 
awarded but did not receive support payments was payments received did not change significantly between 

I 
$1 3,761 in 1989, about 15 percent lower than the mean 1987 and 1989. 
income of women who were awarded and received 
payments ($16,171). The mean income of women who Award and Receipt of Child Support by Type 
were not awarded support payments was $10,834, of Arrangement 
lower than the average income of those women who Two-thirds of the women due child support payments 
were due payments, regardless of whether or not pay- in 1989 were awarded payments through the court 
ments were received. system, while an additional 28.9 percent of women had 

voluntary agreements (which may also be approved by 
a court). Only 4.4 percent of women arrived at some 

Deficit in Child Support Payments other type of agreement. (See table G.) 
The mean amount of child support received by 

The mean amount of child support actually received women with voluntary child support awards was $2,929 
by the 5.0 million who were due payments (including the in 1989, 47.9 percent higher than the mean amount 
1.2 million women who received nothing) was $2,252 in received by women with court-ordered agreements. 
1989. If the full amount of payment awarded had been Women with voluntary agreements also received a 
received, the average amount would have been $3,292, higher percentage of payments due (83.1 percent) than 
over $1,000 more than the average amount actually women with court-ordered payments (60.9 percent). 
received. (See table F.) 

The aggregate amount of child support received in Inclusion of Health Care Benefits in Award 
1989 was $1 1.2 billion, 68.7 percent of the $16.3 billion Of women who were awarded child support pay- 
due. The aggregate child support deficit of $5.1 billion in ments in 1990, 40.1 percent had health insurance 

I r 

Characteristic 

ALL WOMEN 

........................... Total 
Visitation and custodial provisions of 
absent fathers: 
Father has visitation privileges. ........ 
Father has joint custody .............. 
Father has neither ................... 

Residence of absent father: 
Same state as mother.. .............. 
Different state from mother ........... 
Father's residence othe? ............. 

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1989 

Total ............................ 
Visitation and custodial provisions of 
absent fathers: 
Father has visitation privileges. ........ 
Father has joint custody .............. 
Father has neither ................... 

Residence of absent father: 
Same state as mother. ............... 
Different state from mother ........... 
Father's residence othe? ............. 

Total 

9,955 

5,461 
726 

3,768 

6,345 
2,549 
1,061 

3,206 

1,476 
186 

1,544 

2,126 
708 
372 

Percent 
awarded 

child sup- 
port pay- 

ments' 

57.7 

77.7 
65.3 
27.3 

61 .O 
58.9 
35.7 

43.3 

64.0 
58.1 
21.6 

45.4 
46.8 
24.2 

Total 

4,953 

3,876 
396 
681 

3,385 
1,319 

249 

1,190 

831 
89 

269 

817 
302 
71 

Supposed to receive child support in 1989 

Actually 

Percent 

75.2 

79.1 
90.2 
44.5 

81.1 
65.6 
46.6 

68.3 

75.2 
87.6 
40.5 

73.3 
59.3 

(B) 

received 

Mean child 
support 

2,995 

2,917 
4,031 
2,563 

3,021 
3,012 
2,253 

1,889 

1,766 
3,452 
1,476 

1,815 
2,236 

(B) 

child support in 

Mean total 
money 
income 

16,171 

16,006 
19,158 
14,327 

16,441 
15,768 
12,818 

5,047 

5,049 
5,138 
4,967 

4,982 
5,107 

(B) 

1989 

Child support 
as percent of 
total income 

18.5 

18.2 
21 .O 
17.9 

18.4 
19.1 
17.6 

37.4 

35.0 
67.2 
29.7 

36.4 
43.8 

(B) 



Characteristic 

All Women.. ............... 
Current marital status3: 

~ a r r i e d ~ .  ..................... 
Divorced ...................... 
Separated .................... 
Never married. ................ 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ........................ 
Black.. ....................... 
Hispanic origin5 ............... 

Age: 
............ Less than 18 years 

18 to 29 years ................ 
30 to 39 years ................ 
40 years and over ............. 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years ............ 
Highschool:4years ........... 
College: l to3years  ....... 

4 years or more.. .. 
Number of own children present 
from an absent father: 
Onechild ..................... 
Two children. ................. 
Three children.. ............... 
Four children or more. ......... 

9 

Table E. Mean Child Support Payments Received, by Selected Characteristics of Women 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and over as of April 1990. Women 14 years and over as of April 1988'. Women 18 years and over 

Mean child support 

Characteristics 

Women due child support 
payments: 
Totalthousands ............... 

Mean payments (dollars)': 
Due .......................... 
Received.. ................... 
Deficit ........................ 

Aggregate payments (in billions 
of dollars): 
Child support due.. ............ 
Child support received ......... 
Aggregate child support deficit. . 

Percent of aggregate due actually 
received ....................... 

(Using 

1981 

2,873 

2,604 
3,028 
3,238 
1,385 

2,974 
2,237 
2,821 

(NA) 
2,023 
3,043 
3,389 

2,288 
2,604 
3,150 
4,214 

2,215 
3,127 
3,815 
4,292 

In 1989 CPI-U 
adjusted dollars 

see text) as of April of the following year for 

'For a discussion of the CPI-U-XI 

CPI-U) 

1978 

3,421 

3,047 
3,710 
3,625 
1,856 

3,539 
2,461 
2,507 

(NA) 
2,444 
3,570 
4,253 

2,858 
3,165 
3,973 
4,895 

2,450 
3,794 
4,808 
5,234 

1989 

2,995 

2,931 
3,322 
3,060 
1,888 

3,132 
2,263 
2,965 

(B) 
1,981 
3,032 
3,903 

1,754 
2,698 
3,338 
4,850 

2,425 
3,527 
4,509 
3,226 

1981 

4,043 

$3,352 
2,063 
1,289 

13.6 
8.3 
5.2 

61 .O 

In 1989 dollars2 

'Based on the CPI-U for 1983-1989 and CPI-U-XI for 1978 and 1981. 
3Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
4Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Women of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

Table F. Child Support Payments Due and Actually Received: 1978 to 1989 
(Aggregates in billions of dollars. In 1989 dollars using the CPI-U and CPI-U-XI ') 

'For a discussion of the CPI-U-XI and CPI-U, see appendix B. 
'Based on the CPI-U for 1983-1 989 and CPI-U-XI for 1978 and 1981. 

I r 

previous years. In 1989 dollars using the CPI-U-XI and CPI-U1. For meaning of symbols, 

and CPI-U, see appendix B. 

1981 

2,898 

2,627 
3,055 
3,267 
1,397 

3,000 
2,257 
2,846 

(NA) 
2,041 
3,070 
3,419 

2,308 
2,627 
3,178 
4,251 

2,235 
3,154 
3,849 
4,330 

1978 

3,424 

$3,810 
2,454 
1,357 

13.0 
8.4 
4.6 

64.6 

1978 

3,305 

2,943 
3,584 
3,501 
1,793 

3,419 
2,377 
2,421 

(NA) 
2,361 
3,448 
4,108 

2,761 
3,057 
3,838 
4,729 

2,366 
3,665 
4,644 
5,056 

1978 

3,424 

$3,680 
2,370 
1,310 

12.6 
8.1 
4.5 

64.3 

payments2 

1983 

2,914 

2,694 
3,101 
3,339 
1,409 

3,081 
1,824 
2,290 

(NA) 
2,145 
2,933 
3,695 

1,911 
2,688 
2,903 
5,127 

2,215 
3,464 
3,664 
4,613 

1987' 

2,952 

2,773 
3,354 
2.986 
1,754 

3,218 
1,625 
2,869 

(B) 
2,124 
2,993 
3,661 

2,019 
2,749 
3,002 
4,705 

2,443 
3,536 
3,676 
2,312 

1981 

4,043 

$3,382 
2,080 
1,301 

13.7 
8.4 
5.3 

61.3 

1989 

4,953 

$3,292 
2,252 
1,040 

16.3 
11.2 
5.1 

68.7 

Mean child 

1987 

2,958 

2,773 
3,354 
2,996 
1,781 

3,220 
1,641 
2,869 

(NA) 
2,124 
2,993 
3,661 

2,043 
2,749 
3,002 
4,705 

2,453 
3,536 
3,676 
2,312 

1987' 

4,840 

$3,287 
2,247 
1,039 

15.9 
10.9 
5.0 

68.6 

support 

1985 

2,553 

2,266 
2,925 
2,399 
1,322 

2,644 
2,021 
2,318 

(NA) 
1,691 
2,762 
2,941 

2,115 
2,351 
2,820 
3,432 

1,935 
2,993 
3,227 
4,309 

1987 

4,829 

$3,293 
2,252 
1,041 

15.9 
10.9 
5.0 

68.6 

1985 

4,381 

$2,877 
1,892 

986 

12.6 
8.3 
4.3 

65.9 

1983 

3,995 

$3,139 
2,215 

925 

12.5 
8.8 
3.7 

70.4 



Table G. Mean Child Support Payments to Women Figure 6. 
Due Child Support in 1989, by Type of 
Arrangement Women Not Awarded Child Support 

(As of Spring 1990) 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older with own chil- 
dren under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of 
spring 1990) Final Agreement 

I Pending 
5.6% 

Type of arrangement 

All payments2. ......... 
Court ordered. ............ 
Voluntary.. ............... 

Other 
Reasons Other Settlement] 

16.5% Father in Household 
8.6% 

Did Not 
Pursue Did Not 
Award - Want Award 
19.3% 21 3% 

'Mean amount based on all women due payments, whether or not to payments were received. Father Unable 
21ndudes a small number of women whose arrangement type was Locate to Pay 

"other", not shown separately. Father 14.5% 
13.6% 

benefits currently included in their award. However, only 
67.6 percent of fathers who were required to provide Base: 4.2 million women not awarded child 
health irisurance benefits as part of the child support support payments. 

award actually did so. Health insurance benefits were 
also provided by 7.2 percent of the 3.4 million fathers 
who were not required to do so as part of a child support 
award. (See table H.) 

Number 

4,953 
3,304 
1,430 

The health insurance inclusion rate for White moth- 
ers with child support awards was 42.7 percent, com- 
pared with 28.4 percent for Black mothers. The rate for 

Figure 5. 
Mean Income of Women With Children Under 
Age 21 Present From Absent Fathers: 1989 

Percent 
distribu- 

tion 

100.0 
66.7 
28.9 

$24,000 
Awarded Child 
Support payments1 

I 

Number of Women 
(in thousands) 

1 Excludes a small number of women who 
were awarded payments but were not sup- 
posed to receive them in 1989. 

Mean 
child 

support 
income 

received1 

$2,252 
1,980 
2,929 

women of Hispanic origin was 21.2 percent, not signifi- 
cantly different from Black women. 

Never-married women with child support awards were 
much less likely than women of other marital statuses to 
have had health insurance benefits included in their 
awards; 26.4 percent of never-married women had 
health insurance benefits included in their awards com- 
pared with 41.9 percent for ever-married women. 

For poor women, the health insurance inclusion rate 
in child support awards was 34.2 percent, significantly 
lower than the comparable rate for nonpoor women 
(42.0 percent). 

Mean 
child 

support 
income 

due 

$3,292 
3,249 
3,526 

Reasons for Non-Award of Child Support 
About 4.2 million women, or 42.3 percent of the 10.0 

million women with children under 21 years of age from 
an absent father, were never awarded child support as 
of spring 1990 (See table I.) An even higher percentage 
(56.7 percent) of poor women, 1.8 million, were not 
awarded child support as of spring 1990. 

Of women not awarded child support, 14.2 percent 
either had final agreement pending or had made other 
financial arrangements, 63.9 percent wanted child sup- 
port but did not obtain it for various reasons, and 21.9 
percent did not want any child support. (See figure 6.) 
Poor women who were not awarded child support were 
more likely to have wanted child support than their 
nonpoor counterparts; 71.6 percent of poor women 
wanted payments, compared with 58.0 percent of non- 
poor women. 



Characteristic 

Awarded child support payments 

Health insur- 
ance not cur- 

Health insur- rently Health insur- 
Health insurance currently ance actually included in ance actually 

included in child support provided by child support provided by 
award father award father 

Percent of Percent of Percent of 
total total total not 

Total Total Number awarded awarded Number awarded 

ALL WOMEN 
Total ............................. 9. 955 5. 748 2. 307 40.1 67.6 3. 441 7.2 

Current marital status1: 
Married2 ............................. 2. 531 1. 999 755 37.8 65.7 1. 244 6.2 
Divorced ............................. 3. 056 2. 347 1. 038 44.2 66.9 1. 309 9.1 
Separated ........................... 1. 352 648 298 46.0 81.2 350 5.1 
Never married ........................ 2. 950 704 186 26.4 58.1 518 6.2 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 6. 905 4. 661 1. 992 42.7 67.2 2. 669 7.0 
Black ............................... 2. 770 955 27 1 28.4 69.0 684 8.3 
Hispanic origin3 ....................... 1. 112 452 96 21.2 63.5 356 4.2 

Age: 
........................ 15 to 17 years 128 23 23 

18 to 29 years ........................ 3. 086 1. 408 572 40.6 62.8 836 7.5 
30 to 39 years ........................ 4. 175 2. 685 1. 097 40.9 66.5 1. 588 6.2 
40 years and over ..................... 2. 566 1. 632 638 39.1 73.8 994 8.7 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years .................... 2. 372 875 233 26.6 58.8 642 5.0 
High school: 4 years .................. 4. 704 2. 916 1. 218 41.8 68.2 1. 698 7.3 
College: 1 to 3 years .............. 1. 988 1. 293 575 44.5 71.8 718 7.1 

4 years or more ........... 89 1 664 28 1 42.3 63.7 383 10.4 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ............................ 5. 721 3. 274 1. 316 40.2 64.6 1. 958 7.3 
Two children ......................... 2. 873 1. 812 739 40.8 72.0 1. 073 7.4 
Three children ........................ 1. 030 537 220 41 . 0 70.5 31 7 7.9 
Four children or more ................. 331 125 33 26.4 66.7 92 

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1989 

............................. Total 3. 206 1. 387 475 34.2 61.7 91 2 6.1 
Current marital status': 

Married2 ............................. 176 127 45 35.4 73.3 82 3.7 
Divorced ............................. 820 577 21 2 36.7 55.2 365 7.4 
Separated ........................... 612 288 118 41 . 0 70.3 170 5.9 
Never mamed ........................ 1. 590 389 96 24.7 58.3 293 5.1 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White ............................... 1. 763 962 378 39.3 57.4 584 4.8 
Black ............................... 1. 314 384 77 20.1 80.5 307 9.1 
Hispanic origin3 ....................... 536 177 31 17.5 54.8 146 4.1 

Age: 
15 to 17 years ........................ 51 15 15 
18 to 29 years ........................ I. 531 609 203 33.3 58.6 406 6.7 
30 to 39 years ........................ 1. 189 568 204 35.9 61.8 364 5.5 
40yearsandover ..................... 434 195 68 34.9 70.6 1 27 7.1 

Years of school completed: 
Lessthan 12yea rs .................... 1. 403 455 107 23.5 46.7 348 4.3 
High school: 4 years .................. 1. 300 678 277 40.9 63.5 401 6.5 
College: 1 to 3 years .............. 459 240 87 36.3 72.4 153 9.8 

4 years or more ........... 44 14 4 28.6 75.0 10 
Number of own children present from an 
absent father: 
One child ............................ 1. 455 633 207 32.7 60.4 426 5.4 
Two children ......................... 945 446 167 37.4 65.3 279 7.5 
Three children ........................ 573 239 81 33.9 58.0 . 158 7.6 
Four children or more ................. 232 69 20 29.0 55.0 49 2.0 

- 

1 1  

Table H . Child Support Award Status and Health Insurance Inclusion. by Selected Characteristics for All 
Women and Women with Incomes Below Poverty Level in 1989 

(Numbers in thousands . Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1390) 
- - 

I 

'Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
*Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
3Women of Hispanic origin may be of any race . 



Table I. Reason for Non-Award of Child Support, for All Women and Women With Incomes Below Poverty 
Level in 1989 Who Were Not Awarded Child Support 

(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990) 

Characteristic 

I I Reasons for non-award (percent) 

Total 

ALL WOMEN I I 

Wanted award but unable to obtain since-- 

Total ......................... 4,207 
Percent .................... 

Final 
agreement 

pending 

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1989 

Father 
unable to 

P ~ Y  

Total ......................... 1,819 
Percent .................... 100.0 

Other set- 
tlement or 

father lives 
in house- 

hold 

Unable to 
locate 
father 

Did not 
pursue 
award 

'Includes instances where paternity could not be estaljlished as well as all other reasons for non-award. 

Did not 
want 

award 
Other rea- 

sons' 

Use of Government Assistance in Obtaining AWARD OF ALIMONY PAYMENTS 
Child Support 

Of the 20.6 million ever-divorced or currently sepa- 
Of the 10.0 million women with children from absent rated women in 1990, 15.5 percent were awarded 

fathers in 1990, 2.9 million (29.3 percent) had, at some alimony payments. (See table K.) The alimony award 
time, contacted a government agency for assistance in rate in 1990 was not significantly different from the 
obtaining child support. The 2.9 million women who 
sought aid made 3.7 million contacts with government 
agencies (sometimes they requested more than one 
type of assistance). Approximately 1 million women 
received aid in locating the father, establishing pater- 
nity, or establishing support obligations; a similar num- 
ber received assistance in enforcing the support order 
or obtaining collection. About one-third of those women 
seeking assistance received no help from the agency.' 
(See table J.) 

award rate in 1988. 
The award rate for Whites (16.2 percent) was about 

50 percent higher than the award rate for Blacks (10.7 
percent). The award rate for Hispanic-origin women was 
11.4 per~ent .~ (See table L.) The award rate for women 
40 years old and over (19.9 percent) was about Nice 
that of women under 40 (9.3 percent). 

Of women awarded alimony payments as of spring 
1990, 87.8 percent were White, 75.1 percent were 
women over 40 years of age, and 74.3 percent were 
women with no children pre~ent.~ 

7The latter two estimates were not statistically significant from one 
another. AWARD OF PROPERTY SETTLEMENTS 

Table J. Women Contacting Government Agencies 
for Aid in Obtaining Child Support 

(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older with own chil- 
dern under 21 years of age present from an absent father as of 
spring 1990. For meaning of symbols, see text) 

Characteristic 

Women requesting aid. ............... 

Of the 17.8 million ever-divorced women as of spring 
1990, 5.7 million (32.3 percent) received a property 
settlement. The 1990 property settlement rate was not 
significantly different from the comparable 1988 rate, 
but well below that for 1979 (44.5 percent). (See table 
M.1 

In 1990, the property settlement receipt rate was 34.4 
percent for Whites, 16.6 percent for Blacks, and 19.8 
percent for Hispanic-origin women.1° The receipt rate 
for women 18 to 29 years of age was 23.2 percent, 
lower than the receipt rate for those women over 30 
(33.3 percent). 

Type of aid requested: 
Total contacts1 .................... 

Locate the father. ................ 
Establish paternity. ............... 
Establish support obligation ....... 
Enforce support order . . .......... 
Obtain collection ................. 
No help provided.. ............... 
Other types.. .................... 

'The percentage differences between Blacks and those of His- 
panic origin were not statistically significant. 

'The latter two estimates were not statistically significant from one 
another. 

'"The percentage differences between Blacks and those of His- 
panic origin were not statistically significant. 

Number 

2,916 

Percent 

(x) 

'The number of contacts is greater than the total number of 
women requesting aid since women may request more than one type 
of assistance. 

3,659 
378 
84 

530 
630 
432 

1,227 
378 

100.0 
10.3 
2.3 

14.5 
17.2 
11.8 
33.5 
10.3 



Table K. Award Status of Women--Alimony Payments 
(Numbers in thousands. Ever-divorced and currently separated women. Women 15 years and over as of April 1990 for 1989. Women 14 years 
and over as of April 1988 for 1987'. Women 18 years and over as of April of the subsequent year for previous years. For meaning of symbols, 
see text) 

-- - - 

Award and recipiency Number Percent distribution 

status 1989 1987' 1987 1985 1983 1981 1978 1989 1987' 1987 1985 1983 1981 1978 

Total ............. 20,610 19,281 19,271 19,156 17,392 16,996 14,334 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Awarded .............. 3,189 3,243 3,243 2,803 2,416 2,534 2,052 15.5 16.8 16.8 14.6 13.9 14.9 14.3 
Supposed to receive 
payments .......... 922.1.186 1,186 840 791 782 760 4.5 6.2 6.2 4.4 4.5 4.6 5.3 

Not supposed to 
receivepayments ... 2,267 2,057 2,057 1,963 1,625 1,752 1,292 11.0 10.7 10.7 10.2 9.3 10.3 9.0 

Not awarded1.. ........ 17.421 16,038 16,028 16,354 14,976 14,462 12,282 84.5 83.2 83.2 85.4 86.1 85.1 85.7 

'Award status as of spring 1990, 1988, 1986, 1984, 1982, or 1979. 

Of women receiving a property settlement, 31.4 
percent received a "one-time" cash payment as the 
only settlement; the other settlements included some 

Table L. Alimony Payments Awarded in 1989- 
Ever-Divorced and Currently Separated 
Women, by Selected Characteristics 

(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older as of spring 
1990. For meaning of symbols, see text) 

lExcludes a small number of currently widowed women whose 
previous marriage ended in divorce. 

2Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
3Women of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

Number 
Number ~ercerit not 

Characteristic awarded awarded awarded 
alimony alimony alimony 

pay- Pay- Pay- 
Total ments ments ments 

Allwomen ........ 20,610 3,189 15.5 17,421 

Current marital status': 
Divorced.. .............. 8,888 1,472 16.6 7,416 
Married2.. .............. 7,738 1,170 15.1 6,568 
Separated .............. 2,790 316 11.3 2,474 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White .................. 17,245 2,801 16.2 14,444 
Black. .................. 2,863 305 10.7 2,558 
Hispanic origin3. ......... 1,499 171 11.4 1,328 

Age: 
15 to 17 years. .......... 3 3 
18 to 29 years. .......... 2,464 184 7.5 2,277 
30to39years ........... 6,093 610 10.0 5,483 
40 years and over ....... 12,051 2,394 19.9 9,657 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years ...... 4,622 636 13.8 3,986 
High school: 4 years ..... 9,183 1,408 15.3 7,775 
College: 1 to 3 years . 4,103 651 15.9 3,452 

4yearsorm 2,700 493 18.3 2,207 

Numberof~ch i (dren~nt  
from an absent father: 
No children ............. 13,604 2,368 17.4 11,236 
One or more children .... 7,004 820 11.7 6,184 

form of property transfer, with or without the inclusion of 
cash. Real estate, cars, and/or household furnishings 
were the most commonly received forms of property 
settlements. Only 4.1 percent received both cash and 
property as part of the settlement. (See table N.) 

Of women awarded a property settlement, 26.4 per- 
cent also received some form of support payment in 
1989. Of ever-divorced women without a property set- 
tlement, 15.8 percent received support payments in 
1989. (See table 5.) 

The mean total money income of women with prop 
erty settlements ($19,569) was 31.6 percent higher than 
that of women without settlements ($1 4,875). 

USER COMMENTS 

The Census Bureau welcomes the comments and 
advice of data users. We are particularly interested in 
receiving comments about this report and the adjust- 
ments for inflation to income based on the official and 
experimental CPl's. If you have any suggestions or 
comments, please write to: 

Charles T. Nelson 
Housing and Household Economic Statistics Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, D.C. 20233 

SYMBOLS USED IN TABLES 

Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
B Base less than 75,000. 
NA Not available. 
r Revised 
X Not applicable. 
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Table M. Receipt of Property Settlement for Ever-Divorced Women, by Selected Characteristics 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and over as of April 1990. Women 14 years and over as of April 1988'. Women 18 years and older 
as of April for previous years. For meaning of symbols, see text) 

Characteristic 

ALL WOMEN 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Current marital status: 

Divorced . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Married'. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Widowed2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Race and Hispan~c origtn: 
White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Hispanic ortgin3 . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Age: 
Less than 18 years . . . . . . . . .  
18 to 29 years . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
30to39years . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

.......... 40 years and over 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years . . . . . . . . .  
High school: 4 years . . . . . . . .  

. . . .  College: 1 to 3 years 
4 years or 
more . . . . . . . . .  

Number of own children 
present from an absent father: 
Nochildren ................ 

. . . . . . .  One or more children. 

'Remarried women whose 

1990 

17.819 

8,888 
7.738 
1,194 

15,406 
2,008 
1,067 

2 
1,809 
5,185 

10,823 

3,726 
8,047 
3,589 

2,457 

12,167 
5,652 

previous 
of any race. 

Table N. Receipt and Type of Property Settlement for Ever-Divorced Women, by Selected Characteristics 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older as of spring 1990) 

Property settlement reached 

Characteristic 

ALL WOMEN 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Current marital status: 

Divwced .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Married3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Widowed4. ................................ 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White. .'. ................................. 
Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Hispanic origin5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Age: 
15to17years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
18to29years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
30to39years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
40yearsandover . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Years of school completed: 
Lessthan12years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
High school: 4 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
College: 1 to 3 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

4 years or more ................. 
Number of own children present from an absent 
father: 
No children. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
One or more children. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

'A one-time cash settlement. 20ther property 

1988' 

16,550 

8,116 
7.322 
1,113 

14,405 
1,782 

907 

6 
2,071 
4,970 
9,504 

3.731 
7,368 
3,342 

2.110 

11,141 
5,409 

marriage ended 

1990 

32.3 

35.2 
31.0 
18.5 

34.4 
16.6 
19.8 

23.2 
31.5 
34.1 

16.4 
31.8 
39.4 

47.5 

31.2 
34.6 

previous 

diiorce. 4Widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. SWomen of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

Total 

17,819 

8,888 
7,738 
1,194 

15,406 
2,008 
1,067 

2 
1,809 
5.185 

10,823 

3,726 
8,047 
3,589 
2,457 

12.167 
5,652 

(e.g., house, other 

1988 

16,545 

8,110 
7,322 
1,113 

14,399 
1,782 

907 

(NA) 
2,071 
4,970 
9,504 

3,727 
7,366 
3,342 

2,110 

11,136 
5,409 

in 

1988' 

31.8 

34.5 
30.2 
22.7 

34.1 
13.7 
22.3 

22.9 
32.6 
33.3 

21.4 
30.3 
37.3 

46.6 

30.6 
34.2 

marriage 

Percent receiving 

1988 

31.8 

34.5 
30.2 
22.7 

34.2 
13.7 
22.3 

- 
22.9 
32.6 
33.3 

21.4 
30.3 
37.3 

46.6 

30.6 
34.2 

ended in 

No 
settlement 

reached 

12,072 

5,758 
5,342 

973 

10,102 
1.674 

856 

2 
1,389 
3,553 
7,128 

3,116 
5,491 
2,175 
1,290 

8,376 
3,696 

real estate, cars, 

Total 

1986 

16,547 

8,000 
7.361 
1,186 

14,408 
1,832 

866 

(NA) 
2,046 
4,950 
9,550 

4,146 
7.354 
3,091 

1,955 

11,110 
5,436 

divorce. 

1986 

35.6 

39.1 
33.5 
24.0 

37.0 
25.1 
28.5 

(NA) 
25.0 
37.3 
36.9 

28.2 
35.6 
38.2 

46.6 

35.2 
36.2 

diiorce. 

Total 

5.747 

3,130 
2,395 

221 

5,304 
334 
21 1 

420 
1.631 
3,696 

610 
2,557 
1,414 
1,167 

3,791 
1.956 

or furnishing). 

1984 

14,761 

7,404 
6,366 

991 

12,833 
1,669 

774 

(NA) 
2,249 
4,373 
8,139 

3,853 
6,653 
2,533 

1,721 

9,375 
5,385 

2Widowed 

1984 

37.2 

40.5 
35.2 
25.3 

38.9 
26.1 
27.8 

(NA) 
28.7 
40.4 
37.9 

27.2 
38.7 
40.7 

48.6 

35.2 
40.7 

'Hispanic 

Property settlement reached 

Type of settlement (percent) 

1982 

14,209 

6,749 
6,453 
1.007 

12,487 
1,521 

643 

(NA) 
2,302 
4,180 
7,727 

4,018 
6,297 
2,432 

1,463 

9,083 
5,127 

women 

Cash'only 

31.4 

30.6 
33.2 
22.6 

31.2 
29.6 
27.5 

31.2 
30.5 
31.8 

22.6 
29.2 
34.8 
36.7 

32.4 
29.3 

1979 

12,025 

5,311 
5,758 

955 

10,568 
1,307 

548 

(NA) 
2,067 
3,273 
6,684 

3,999 
5,114 
1,849 

1,062 

7,562 
4,462 

whose 

1982 

41.8 

42.1 
41.8 
40.0 

42.9 
33.4 
32.3 

(NA) 
23.1 
48.9 
43.5 

35.2 
42.5 
44.7 

52.2 

42.1 
41.3 

women 

1979 

44.5 

50.4 
42.5 
23.8 

46.7 
27.2 
29.2 

(NA) 
43.6 
51.5 
41.3 

32.3 
49.2 
49.7 

58.3 

39.2 
53.5 

may be 

3Rernarried women whose previous marriage ended in 

Other 
types2 only 

64.5 

65.2 
63.1 
69.2 

64.8 
65.0 
70.6 

63.1 
65.7 
64.1 

74.1 
67.8 
59.2 
58.7 

62.9 
67.6 

Cash' and 
other types2 

4.1 

4.2 
3.8 
8.1 

4.0 
5.4 
1.9 

5.7 
3.7 
4.1 

3.3 
3.1 
6.0 
4.6 

4.6 
3.1 
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Table 1. Child Support Payments Agreed to or Awarded, by Characteristics ol All Women and Women
Wlth lncomes Below Poverty Level in 1989

(Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990. For meaning of symbols'
see text)

Charact€ristic

Total
(Ihous.)

Not award€dAgreed to or awarded

Totalr
Cl'hous.)

Supposed to r€ceive payments in 1989

Number
Thous.)

M€an total
mon€y income

Total
(Thous.)

Received payments
Did not receive

payments

Number
[fhous.)

Mean total
money income

Mean income
lrom child

support

Number
(thous.)

Mean total
monsy incom€

Value
(Dol.)

Stand-
ard

eror
(Dol.)

Value
(Dol.)

Stand-
ard

error
(Dol.)

Value
(Dol.)

Stand-
ard

etror
(Dol.)

Value
(Dol.)

Stand-
ard

eror
(Dol.)

ALL WOMEN
Total.. .

S t a n d a r d  
" o o r . . . . . . . . . .Cun€nl marital status:

Man'red2.
Divorced.
Separated
Widoweds.
Nerrer maried

WOMEN WITH INCOMES
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL IN
1989

Total. . .
S t a n d a r d  

" t t o t . . . . . . . . . . ,Cunent marital stat6:
Mari€d2.
Divorcad.
S€parat€d
Widor^r€d.
Norer manied

Race and Hispanic origin:
White. .
Black ..
Hispanic origina . .

Age:
15 to 17 years . . .
18 to 29 y€ars . . .
30 to gg y€ars . . .
40 years and over

Years of school completed:
Less than 12 years
High echool: 4 years . .. .. ..
Coil€gg: 1 to 3 years. .. , .. .

4 years or mor€ . . . .
Numbs of ourn children Present
lrom an absent father:

One child
Two children
Thr€e childron
Four children or mor€ . . .. ..

2,531
3,056
1,552

65
2,950

6,905
2,770
1,112

128
3,086
4,175
2,566

9,955
239

2,372
4,704
1,988

891

5,721
2,875
1,030

331

3,206
198

176
820
412

I
1,590

51
1,531
1,189

434

1,403
1,300

459
44

1,455
945
573
232

1,763
1314

536

5,748
186

1,999
2,347

648
49

704

4,661
955
452

23
1,408
2,685
1,632

875
2,916
1,293

664

1,387
132

127
577
288

6
389

962
384
177

1 5
608
568
195

455
678
240

1 4

633
446
239
69

9,274
1,A12

537
125

4,953
179

1,685
2,123

527
34

583

23't,208
2,413
1,309

741 |
2,470 |
1 ,139  |603 I

I
2,7421
1,608 |

488 |
1 1 5  |

106
525
221

4
334

827
325
148

1 5
507
500
168

391
574
211

1 4

534
37',l
215
67

4,048
791
364

1 ,190
122

9,725
151

1,215
1,634

420
28

427

3,098
551
254

1 9
912

1,796
997

494
1,888

873
470

2,O79
1,215

342
89

561
227

94

1 1
343
337
121

242
409
152

9

376
259
133
45

813
101

7',l
348
164

229

16,171 l(x)

14,469
19,456
14,891

(B)
9,495

16,632
13,898
14,758

(B)
9,938

17,006
20,668

8,201
13,535
18,462
so,872

15,799
17,465
14,863
12,217

5,O47
(B)

(B)
5,581
4,917

(B)
4,543

(B)
4,589
5,982
4,173

4,522
5,206
5,435

(B)

5,010
5,174
4,958

4,450
5,336
5,747

(B)

400
(x)

633
634

1,362
(B)

691

453
1 ,196
1,948

(B)
452
557
934

583
385
843

1,669

378
(a

(B)
606
768
(B)

622

(B)
528
585
958

737
519
823
(B)

527
601

'1,o71

(B)

507
792

1,107
1,891

461
689

1,705

2,931
3,322
3,060

(B)
1,888

3,132
2,263
2,905

2,995
{x)

(B)
1,981
3,O32
3,903

't,754
2,698
3,338
4,850

2,425
3,527
4,509
3,226

(B)
1 ,515
2,167
2,316

1,889
(B)

(B)
2, ' , t12
1,717

(B)
1,559

1,972
1S74
1,824

1,355
1 ,910
2,745

(B)

1,697
2,046
2,252

(B)

e 6 l,l
163 |
15e I
286 I
(B) |
138 

|
1 1 1  |
166 |
465 |

t
(B) |
8 8 1

12e I
248 

|
1 3 3 l
127 |
1e4 |
362 |

114
153
495
620

245
(B)

(B)
397
422
(B)

912

s25
329
693

(B)
262
463
621

253
381
579
(B)

369
417
629
(B)

1,224
88

663
393
146
26

377 J
69

35
177
57
4

105

266
98
54

4
164
162
47

148
165
59

b

158
112
86
22

470
489
107

6
156

950
241
1 t 0

4
295
617
312

248
582
266
133

t3,181
16,707
11,282

(B)
7,768

13,845
15,772
10,747

(B)
7,929

13,165
20,606

6,170
13,093
15,590
27,151

14,235
14,852
10,173

(B)

| 5,358
I (B)
I
I tel
| 5,9s2
I (B)
| (B)

| 
5,282

I
I 5,oso
| 6,228

| 
(B)

I
I (B)
| 4,754
| 5,757

| 
(B)

I
| 4,764
| 5,s00
I 6,378

I 
(B)

I
I n,z'ts
I s,gge
| 5,861
| (B)

13,761
(x)

624
(x)

951
't,120

1,560
(B)

896

(B)
7U
760

't,571

594
854

1,269
2,210

606
(B)

(B)
835
(B)
(B)

8@

(B)
831
996
(B)

838
790

2,269
(B)

876
854

1,369
(B)

736
1 ,311
1,945

911
1,(X4
1,402

(B)

716
1,235

(B)

4,207
160

532
708
704

1 6
2,246

2,243
1 ,815

60

104
1,678
1,490

934

1,497
1,788

695
227

2,447
1,061

49{l
m5

49
244
324

2
1,201

800
931
359

36
923
621
239

9A
622
219
30

422
500
334
163

1,819
150

10,834(n
14,976
14,044
11,621

(B)
8,611

11,794
9,814
8,620

897
7,504

12,375
15,469

5,955
11,787
13,3(X
27,953

't1,757
9,971
9,758
7,122

4,NA
(B)

4,925
4,473
4,1U

(B)
5,075
5,155

(B)
4,',|0/.

(B)
3,918
5,151
4,860

3,952
4,6:t5
5,740

(B)

3,611
4,435
5,587
5,907

s28
(x)

1,588
705
690
(B)

351

518
414

1,O27

251
330
504

1,004

319
426
059

3,326

200
(B)

(B)
7U
711
(B)

290

395
359
772

(B)
917
173
812

349
429
782
(B)

350
451
630

1,046

4,893
5,121
7,725
6,481

rlncludes a small numbgr of urom€n who were not supposed to receive payments in tggg. 2lncludes remanied wom€n whose previous maniage ended in

airo.iiil'**"iniiliiJ iilileo *o-m!=n dtrose previousnidrri;ge inGa in aivo?ca awomen of Hispanic origin mav be ol anv race'



Table 2 . Recelpt of Child Support Payments in 1989-Women With Children Present. by Type of 
Arrangement 

Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990 . For meaning of symbols. 
see text) 

Total due 
payments Amount of payments due in 1989 

Characteristic 
Stand- $1 $500 $1. 000 $1. 500 $2.000 $3. 000 $5. 000 $7. 000 

ard to to to to to to to and 
Number error $499 $999 $1.499 $1. 999 $2. 999 $4. 999 $6.999 over 

. 

ALL PAYMENTS' 

. . . . . . .  . .  Total payments received in 1989 (thous) 4. 953 173 182 391 661 620 
0.0 percent ................................... 1. 228 88 63 148 265 157 
0.1 to 24.9 percent . . . .......................... 306 44 23 32 19 43 
25.0 to 49.9 percent ............................ 272 42 20 17 43 47 
50.0 to 74.9 percent . . .......................... 293 43 3 17 37 
75.0 to 99.9 percent ............................ 308 44 4 28 

34 
38 29 

100.0 percent and over .......................... 2. 546 126 68 150 271 298 

. Mean income from child suppoff . . . . . . . . . . .  .(do1 s.). 2.252 (X) 137 340 603 1. 019 

. Standard error ........................ .(dols. ). 79 19 29 38 53 

. Mean total money income ................ .(dols. ). 15. 574 Ei 8. 585 10. 399 13, 730 13.264 
.. ......................... Standarderror (dots.) 339 (X) 889 998 836 818 
. Number below poverty level .............. .(thous. ). 1. 190 ... 89 211 170 157 

Standard error . .............................. 122 (XI 34 52 46 45 

If full amount of payments were received in 1989: 
. Mean income from child s u d  . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). 3. 292 (X) 298 701 1. 193 1, 722 
. Standard error . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(do1 s.). 93 (x) 17 12 8 10 . Mean total money income ............... .(dols. ). 16.61 4 8 746 10. 760 14. 320 13, 966 
. Standard error ...................... .(dols. ). 344 '892 999 836 819 
. Number below poverty level ............ .(thous. ). 1. 050 ... 89 205 162 145 

Standard error ............................. 11 5 (X )  34 51 45 43 

COURT-ORDERED PAYMENTS 

.. Total payments received in 1989 ....... (thous) 3. 304 143 131 265 460 41 1 
0.0 percent ................................... 1, 005 80 53 95 224 130 
0.1 to 24.9 percent ............................. 246 40 23 28 12 39 
25.0 to 49.9 percent ............................ 221 38 9 12 34 39 
50.0 to 74.9 percent ............................ 209 36 3 15 17 31 
75.0 to 99.9 percent ............................ 225 38 4 26 23 29 
100.0 percent and wer .......................... 1. 397 94 40 89 149 143 

Mean income from child suppoff . . . . . . . . . . .  .(doh ). . 1. 980 (X) 11 2 325 507 836 
. Standard error . ....................... .(dols. ). 94 ()o 22 33 45 65 

Mean total money income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 15, 088 (X) 8. 861 10. 035 13. 403 13, 158 
. .  Standarderror ......................... (dols.) 420 (X) 1, 107 1.200 988 1, 059 

Number below poverty level . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(thous. ). . 853 ... 71 150 125 107 
Standard error . . ............................. 103 (XI 30 44 40 37 

If full amount of payments were received in 1989: 
Mean income from c h i  suppoff . . .. ?. ... .(dols. ). . 3. 249 (X) 299 698 1. 195 1. 727 

Standard error . . .................... .(dols. ). . 120 (x) 21 15 10 12 
Mean total money income ............... .(dols. ). . 16. 357 (X) 9, 048 10, 408 14, 091 14, 049 

Standard error ...................... .(doh. ). . 429 (X) 1, 113 1. 200 990 1, 062 
Number below poverty level ............ .(thous. ). . 733 ... 71 145 117 95 

Standard error ............................. 96 (X) 30 43 38 35 

VOLUNTARY WRITTEN AGREEMENTS 

Total payments received in 1989 ...... .(thous ). . 1, 430 95 46 87 172 182 
0.0percent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  175 33 9 25 38 22 
0.1 to 24.9 percent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  50 18 7 4 
25.0 to 49.9 percent ............................ 34 15 12 5 5 5 
50.0 to 74.9 percent . ........................... 82 23 2 18 7 
75.0 to 99.9 percent ............................ 80 23 1 5 9 
100.0 percent and over . . . ....................... 1. 010 80 25 54 99 135 

Mean income from child suppoff . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 2. 929 (X) (B) 471 809 1. 399 
Standard error . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 156 (XI (B) 63 69 80 

Mean total money income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 17.1 04 (X) (B) 9.069 15. 574 13. 622 
Standard error . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 625 (0) 1. 671 1, 720 1. 314 

Number below poverty level ............ .(thous. ). . 261 ... 35 33 38 
(') 

16 
Standard error . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  57 (X) (B) 21 20 22 

If full amount of payments were received in 1989: 
. . . . . . . . .  Mean income from child suppoff .(dols. ). . 3. 526 (X) (B) 724 1. 197 1. 712 

Standard error . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .(dols. ). . 157 (XI (B) 28 14 19 
Mean total money income .............. .(dols. ). . 17. 701 (X) (B) 9. 321 15. 963 13. 936 

Standard error ...................... .(dols. ). . 626 1.666 1.708 1.31 5 (X) (2 Number below poverty level . . . ......... .(thous. ). . 245 ... 35 33 38 
Standard error ............................. 56 (X) (B) 21 20 22 

'Includes a small number of women whose arrangement type was 'other' not shown separately . 
'Mean amount based on all women due payments, whether or not payments were received . 



Table 3 . Child Support Award Status and Reason for NowAward. by Selected Characteristics for All 
Women and Women With Incomes Below Poverty Level in 1989 

(Numbers in thousands . Women 15 years and older with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1990) 

... - .. -. 

'Includes instances where paternity could not be established as well as all other reasons for non-award . 
*Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
31ncludes remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce . 
4Women of Hispanic origin may be of any race . 

Characteristic 

ALL WOMEN 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Current marital status2: 

. ...................... Married3 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Divorced 
Separated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Never married . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Black ......................... 
Hispanic origin4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Age: 
15to 17 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
18 to 29 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
30 to 39 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  40 years and over 

Years of school completed: 
Less than 12 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  High school: 4 years 
College: 1 to 3 years ............. 

4 years or more . . . . . . . . . .  
Number of own children present 
from an absent father: 
Onechild . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Two children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Three children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Four children or more . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1989 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Current marital status2: 

Married3 .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Divorced ....................... 
Separated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Never married . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

........... Race and Hispanic origin: 
White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Hispanic origin4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Age: 
15to17years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
18 to 29 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
30 to 39 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

............... 40 years and over 

Years ot school completed. . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Less than 12 years 

High school: 4 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
College: 1 to 3 years . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

4 years or more .......... 
Number of own children present 
from an absent father: 
Onechild . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Two children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Three children . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Four children or more . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Total 

9. 955 

2. 531 
3. 056 
1. 352 
2, 950 

6. 905 
2. 770 
1. 112 

128 
3. 085 
4. 175 
2. 566 

2, 372 
4, 704 
1. 988 

891 

5. 721 
2. 873 
1. 030 

331 

3.206 

176 
820 
612 

1. 590 

1. 763 
1. 314 

536 

51 
1. 532 
1. 189 

434 

1. 403 
1. 300 

459 
44 

1. 455 
945 
573 
232 

Total 

4. 207 

532 
708 
704 

2. 246 

2. 243 
1.81 5 

660 

104 
1. 678 
1.490 

934 

1. 497 
1, 788 

695 
227 

2. 447 
1, 061 

493 
205 

1. 819 

49 
244 
324 

1. 201 

800 
931 
359 

36 
923 
62 1 
239 

948 
622 
21 9 
30 

822 
500 
334 
163 

Not awarded child support payments 

Final 
agreement 

pending 

5.6 

0.8 
6.9 

16.5 
3.0 

6.2 
5.1 
4.8 

6.7 
5.1 
7.0 
4.3 

2.8 
6.2 
8.8 

11 . 0 

5.0 
6.9 
6.5 
4.4 

4.8 

6.1 
4.9 

12.0 
2.7 

7.0 
2.7 
4.7 

8.3 
2.9 
7.4 
4.2 

3.2 
5.6 
6.4 

26.7 

3.8 
6.6 
5.1 
3.7 

Other 
settlement 

or father 
lives in 

household 

8.6 

8.5 
7.5 
7.5 
9.3 

9.1 
8.0 
7.0 

8.7 
9.0 
7.1 

10.1 

6.8 
8.6 

10.8 
11.9 

9.3 
8.4 
6.9 
4.9 

8.1 

0.0 
5.7 
6.2 
9.5 

7.0 
9.5 
6.7 

19.4 
8.1 
8.4 
5.4 

8.2 
7.4 

11.0 
0.0 

9.9 
8.4 
6.0 
3.7 

Reason for non-award (percent) 

Other 
reasons1 

16.5 

16.9 
18.4 
13.5 
16.8 

17.0 
16.0 
15.2 

18.3 
15.0 
16.2 
19.1 

15.7 
19.0 
11.2 
16.7 

17.7 
15.1 
16.6 
8.3 

17.2 

12.2 
10.7 
17.6 
18.7 

16.6 
17.5 
13.9 

25.0 
16.1 
18.4 
17.2 

15.7 
20.7 
11.4 
33.3 

18.7 
17.8 
16.8 
8.6 

obtain since- 

Did not 
pursue 
award 

19.3 

16.4 
18.5 
15.8 
21.4 

16.1 
23.0 
17.9 

24.0 
19.2 
19.7 
18.0 

20.9 
17.2 
20.7 
20.3 

17.1 
20.7 
21.7 
31.2 

19.6 

4.1 
23.8 
17.9 
19.8 

16.3 
21.8 
18.4 

5.6 
19.7 
19.5 
21.3 

21.1 
18.8 
14.6 
23.3 

17.5 
17.8 
22.2 
30.1 

but unable to 

Unable 
to locate 

father 

13.6 

11.7 
11.9 
11.1 
15.5 

12.8 
14.5 
17.0 

4.8 
15.1 
14.4 
10.9 

15.6 
13.9 
11.4 
5.3 

12.8 
15.8 
11.4 
18.0 

16.5 

24.5 
13.9 
15.1 
17.2 

17.3 
15.9 
20.9 

13.9 
16.6 
17.2 
14.6 

15.2 
18.5 
17.8 
6.7 

15.8 
18.6 
12.0 
22.7 

. 

Did not 
want 

award 

21.9 

30.8 
23.3 
20.2 
19.8 

24.6 
18.2 
22.9 

22.1 
18.8 
22.1 
27.2 

18.1 
22.9 
26.6 
26.0 

24.4 
17.7 
23.3 
11.2 

15.6 

24.5 
18.9 
12.0 
15.4 

16.9 
14.4 
15.6 

16.7 
16.0 
13.0 
19.7 

14.9 
14.5 
22.8 
6.7 

14.7 
14.0 
23.1 
9.2 

anted award 

Father 
unable 
to pay 

14.5 

14.8 
13.4 
15.5 
14.2 

14.3 
15.1 
15.2 

14.4 
17.8 
13.4 
10.4 

20.0 
12.2 
10.5 
8.4 

13.6 
15.5 
13.8 
22.4 

18.3 

26.5 
22.5 
19.4 
16.7 

19.0 
18.3 
19.8 

11.1 
20.4 
16.1 
16.7 

21.7 
14.6 
15.5 
0.0 

19.7 
16.6 
15.0 
22.7 



Table 4. Alimony Or Maintenance Payments Agreed to or Awarded, by Characterlstlcs of All Women and 
Women With Incomes Below Poverty Level in 1989 

(Numbers in thousands. Ever-divorced or currently separated women 15 years and older as of spring 1990. For meaning of symbols, see text) 
I I 

Characteristic 
Supposed I Not 

awarded I Agreed Or 1 to receive awarded - - ---  

Total ( payments' I payments payments 

ALL WOMEN I I 1 
Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Standard error. .................................... 
Cunent marital status: I 

Married2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Widowed3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Divorced 
Separated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Race and Hisoanic oriain: I - 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  White 

Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Hispanic4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Aae: I 

Years of school completed: 
Lessthan12years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Highschwl:4yea rs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
College: 1 to 3 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

4 years or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Presence of own children 
from an absent father: 
No children present . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
One child or more present . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Year of divorce or separation: 
1980 and later . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
1975to1979 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
1970to1974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Before1970 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Work exDerience in 1989: 
Worked . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Worked at full-time jobs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
50 to 52 weeks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Worked at part-time jobs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Did not work. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW POVERTY 
LEVEL IN 1989 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Standardenor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Current marital status: 
Married2 ............................................. 
Widowed3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Divorced .... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Separated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Race and Hispanic origin: I 
Whiie . ............................................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Black 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Hispanic4 

Aae: - 
15to17years ......................................... 
18to29years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
30 to 39 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Presence of own children from an absent father: I I I I 
No children present ..................................... 
One child or more present. ............................... I 

I I I 
- - .,--.. 

'Includes women who were not supposed to receive payments in 1989. 
!Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
Widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
4Hispanic women may be of any race. 



Table 5. Property Settlements Following Divorce-Ever-Divorced Women, by Selected Characteristics 
(Numbers in thousands. Women 15 years and older as of spring 1990. For meaning of symbols, see text) 

'Detail does not add to total because some ever-divorced women received neither child support nor alimony, not shown separately. 
'A one-time cash settlement. 
'Other property (e.g., house, other real estate, cars, or furnishings). 
41ncludes remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
51ncludes widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Hispanic women may be of any race. 

Characteristic 

Total.. ................ 
Standard error.. ..... 

Current marital status: 
Divorced ............... 
~ a r r i e d ~  ............... 
widowed5.. ............ 

Race and Hispanic origin: 
White.. ................ 
Black.. ................ 
Hispanic origins. ........ 

Age: 
15to 17 years .......... 
18to29years .......... 
30 to 39 years.. ........ 
40 years and over. ...... 

Years of school 
completed: 
Less than 12 years.. .... 
High school: 4 years. .... 
College: 1 to 3 years .... 

4 years or more. 

Presence of own children 
from an absent father: 
No children present ..... 
One child or more 
present ............... 

Year of divorce: 
1980 and later.. ........ 
1975 to 1979.. ......... 
1970 to 1974. .......... 
Before 1970. ........... 

Income in 1989: 
Without income.. ....... 
With income.. .......... 

$1 to $999 or loss .... 
$1,000 to $1,999. ..... 
$2,000 to $3,999.. .... 
$4,000 to $5,999.. .... 
$6,000 to $7,999. ..... 
$8,000 to $9,999.. .... 
$lO,OOOt0$11,999 ... 
$12,000 to $14,999 ... 
$15,000 to $19,999 ... 
$20,000 to $24,999 ... 
$25,000 and over ..... 

Median income. . .(dols). . 
Standarderror.(dols).. 

Mean income ... .(dols). . 
Standard error .(dols). . 

Total 

17,819 
306 

8,888 
7,738 
1,194 

15,406 
2,008 
1,067 

2 
1,809 
5,185 

10,823 

3,726 
8,047 
3,589 
2,457 

12,167 

5,652 

8,926 
3,207 
1,960 
3,726 

752 
17,067 

886 
502 

1,249 
1,665 
1,318 
1,129 
1.101 
1,594 
2,280 
1,709 
3,635 

13,286 
213 

16,407 
208 

No 

Total' 

12,072 
260 

5,758 
5,342 

973 

10,102 
1,674 

856 

2 
1,389 
3,553 
7,128 

3,116 
5,491 
2,175 
1,290 

8,376 

3,696 

5,775 
2,045 
1,354 
2,898 

575 
11,497 

675 
375 
955 

1,274 
954 
835 
760 

1,081 
1,502 
1,061 
2,025 

1 1,789 
245 

14,875 
229 

Total1 

5,747 
186 

3,130 
2,395 

221 

5,304 
334 
211 

420 
1,631 
3,696 

610 
2,557 
1,414 
1,167 

3,791 

1,956 

3,151 
1,162 

606 
829 

177 
5,570 

211 
127 
294 
390 
363 
294 
341 
513 
778 
648 

1,610 

16,612 
416 

19,569 
418 

settlement reached reached 

Child 
support 

only 

1,534 
98 

854 
660 
20 

1,352 
149 
1 1 1 

370 
796 
368 

253 
814 
343 
124 

- 
1,534 

1,185 
278 
58 
14 

50 
1,484 

57 
44 

130 
121 
87 

100 
139 
150 
233 
149 
274 

13,282 
668 

15,188 
542 

Property settlement 

Cash2 
and 

other 
types3 

236 
39 

131 
87 
18 

212 
18 
4 

24 
61 

151 

20 
78 
85 
54 

176 

60 

146 
36 
32 
23 

5 
23 1 

8 
5 

12 
17 
17 
8 

20 
14 
23 
24 
83 

18,084 
2,831 

20,916 
1,876 

Type 

Cash2 
only 

1,804 
106 

958 
796 
50 

1,656 
99 
58 

131 
497 

1,176 

138 
746 
492 
428 

1,230 

573 

1,052 
394 
159 
199 

56 
1,748 

70 
36 
65 

109 
98 
81 
99 

153 
254 
232 
551 

18,203 
715 

20,434 
741 

Received- 

Alimony 
only 

281 
42 

211 
58 
12 

216 
52 
26 

37 
81 

164 

69 
140 
45 
27 

226 

55 

177 
39 
33 
31 

8 
273 

11 
5 

20 
32 
18 
33 
16 
34 
27 
17 
60 

12,146 
1,518 

16,106 
1,463 

of settlement 

Other 
types3 

only 

3,707 
151 

2,042 
1,512 

153 

3,436 
217 
149 

265 
1,072 
2,369 

452 
1,733 

837 
685 

2,384 

1,322 

1,953 
733 
415 
607 

116 
3,591 

133 
86 

217 
265 
249 
205 
222 
345 
501 
393 
976 

15,739 
518 

19,061 
525 

Child 
support 

and 
alimony 

124 
28 

99 
22 
3 

109 
8 

15 

11 
47 
66 

4 
49 
47 
25 

- 
124 

110 
12 
2 - 

124 
4 

- 
12 
10 
2 

15 
20 
20 
42 

19,848 
2,469 

22,323 
2,179 

Child 
support 

and 
alimony 

88 
24 

61 
27 - 

79 
5 
3 

7 
41 
40 

- 
58 
28 
2 

- 

88 

64 
19 
2 
3 

2 
87 
2 
4 
5 

11 
2 

10 
8 

10 
10 
9 

17 

12,666 
2,313 

15,603 
2,240 

child 
support 

only 

1,131 
84 

620 
506 

5 

1,041 
80 
46 

134 
596 
400 

58 
543 
265 
265 

- 
1,131 

920 
170 
38 
3 

23 
1,108 

24 
27 
62 
46 
49 
46 
49 

120 
159 
166 
359 

19,092 
904 

20,993 
825 

Received 

Alimony 
only 

264 
41 

195 
64 
5 

243 
11 
10 

12 
50 

202 

57 
85 
57 
65 

219 

45 

152 
42 
26 
45 

7 
257 

6 
11 
7 

29 
21 
19 
27 
17 
36 
21 
63 

13,501 
2,091 

17,597 
1,542 





Appendix A. Definitions and Explanations 

DEFINITIONS RELATED TO CHILD SUPPORT, 
ALIMONY, AND PROPERTY SETTLEMENTS 

Child support. Data on award of child support pay- 
ments were collected from women 15 years or older 
with children under 21 years of age whose father was 
not living in the household as of spring 1990. Informa- 
tion on recipiency and amount of payments was obtained 
from women who reported that they were awarded or 
had agreements to receive child support payments in 
1989. For ever-married women, payment amounts were 
limited to only those from the last divorce or separation. 

Some other reason: The mother wanted child support, 
and the reason for non-award did not fit any of the 
reasons listed above. 

Inclusion of health insurance in child support award. 
This item refers to whether the child(ren)'s father had 
made health insurance arrangements for his child(ren) 
as part of the child support award. Arrangements for 
health insurance could have been made by his purchas- 
ing a separate policy for the child(ren) or including the 
child(ren) under the health insurance provided by the 
father's employer. In either event, the purchase of or 
inclusion of'health insurance must be part of the child 

A'imonym Data On the award of alimony or maintenance support agreement. Insurance taken out by the mother 
payments were from years Or Older but paid for with monies for child support from the father 
who were ever-divorced or currently separated as of is not spring 1990. Information on recipiency status was obtained 
from those women who reported that they were awarded Type of child support arrangement. 
or had agreements to receive alimony payments in 
1989. The data are limited to alimony awards from the Voluntary written agreement: Voluntary written agree- 
most recent divorce or separation. ments between the parties. This agreement may or may 

not have been recognized by the courts as part of the 
seMements. Data On property settlements divorce or separation proceedings. This type of agree- were collected from women 15 years or older who were ment was not ordered by the courts. ever-divorced as of spring 1990. For the purposes of 

this survey, a property settlement consists of a one-time 
cash settlement or other property (i.e., house, other real Court ordered Payments ordered by a court. Court- 

estate, car, or furniture) or a combination of both. ordered payments usually take place when a mutually 
acce~table agreement cannot be worked out between 

Reason for non-awa?d of child support. 

Final agreement pending: A child support agreement 
was awaiting final court, magisterial, or legal action 
before becoming final, and/or a voluntary written agree- 
ment was not yet final. 

Joint custodygranted Housing, care, and support of the 
child(ren) was shared by both the child(ren)'s mother 
and father and, therefore, no money or other support 
was exchanged by the parents. 

Did not want child support: The mother indicated she 
did not want child support for her child(ren). 

the p'arties. - 

Other Arrangements not within either of the two cases 
above. This category includes informal verbal agree- 
ments. 

DEFINITIONS OF SOCIAL AND 
DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 

Age. The age classification is based on the age of the 
woman at her last birthday. 

Race. The population is divided into three groups on the 
basis of race: White, Black, and "other races." The last 
category includes American Indians, Asian and Pacific 
Islanders, and any other race except White and Black. 

Unable to locate father Child support was desired, but Women of Hispanic origin. Hispanic women were 
the child(ren)'s father could not be located. identified by a question that asked for self-identification 

of the women's origin or descent. Respondents were 
Unable to establish paternity: Child support arrange- asked to select their origin (and the origin of other 
ments could not be made because the child(ren)'s household members) from a "flash card" listing ethnic 
paternity could not be established. origins. Women of Hispanic origin, in particular, were 



those who indicated that their origin was Mexican, 
Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or 
some other Hispanic origin. It should be noted that 
Hispanic women can be of any race. 

Years of school completed. Data on years of school 
completed were derived from the combination of answers 
to questions concerning the highest grade of school 
attended by the woman and whether or not that grade 
was finished. The questions on educational attainment 
apply only to progress in "regular" schools. Such schools 
include graded public and private elementary and high 
schools (both junior and senior high), colleges, univer- 
sities, and professional schools, whether day schools or 
night schools. Thus, regular schooling is that which may 
advance a woman toward an elementary school certif- 
icate or a high school diploma, or a college, university, 
or professional school degree. Schooling in other than 
regular schools was counted only if the credits obtained 
were regarded as transferable to a school in the regular 
school system. 

Marital status. The marital status classification refers 
to the status at the time of enumeration. Women 
classified as "married" or "widowed" consist of those 
who remarried after having been divorced. Women 
classified as separated are either legally separated or 
otherwise absent from their spouse because of marital 
discord. Women in common-law marriages are classi- 
fied as married, and women who have never been 
married or whose only marriage was annulled are 
classified as never married. 

Year of divorce or separation. The year of divorce or 
separation reflects the year of marital dissolution. For 
women who were divorced or separated more than 
once, it is the year of most recent divorce or separation. 
For divorces that require a formal (legal) separation, the 
year reflects that year the actual divorce took place. 

Children from an absent father. Children from an 
absent father are a woman's sons and daughters (includ- 
ing adopted children) whose father was not living in the 
same household. The questionnaire was designed to 
count children from an absent father only when at least 
one such child in the household is under 21 years of 
age. 

Family. A family is a group of two persons or more (one 
of whom is the householder) related by birth, marriage, 
or adoption and residing together; all such persons 
(including related subfamily members) are considered 
as members of one family. Beginning with the 1980 
CPS, unrelated subfamilies (referred to in the past as 
secondary families) are no longer included in the count 
of families, nor are the members of unrelated subfami- 
lies included in the count of family members. 

DEFINITIONS OF MONEY INCOME AND 
POVERTY STATUS 
Income. For each person in the sample 15 years old 
and over, questions were asked on the amount of 
money income received in the preceding calendar year 
from each of the following sources: (1) earnings from 
longest job (or self-employment); (2) earnings from jobs 
other than longest job; (3) unemployment compensa- 
tion; (4) Social Security; (5) Supplement Security income; 
(6) public assistance; (7) veterans' payments; (8) survi- 
vor benefits; (9) disability benefits; (10) retirement pen- 
sions; (1 1) interest; (1 2) dividends; (1 3) rents and roy- 
alties or estates and trusts; (1 4) educational assistance; 
(15) alimony; (16) child support; (17) financial assis- 
tance from outside of the household, and other periodic 
income. 

It should be noted that although the income statistics 
refer to receipts during the preceding year, the charac- 
teristics of the woman (such as age and marital status) 
and the composition of families refer to the time of the 
survey. The income of the family does not include 
amounts received by persons who were members of the 
family during all or part of the income year if these 
persons no longer resided with the family at the time of 
enumeration. However, family income includes amounts 
reported by related persons who did not reside with the 
family during the income year but who were members of 
the family at the time of enumeration. 

Total money income. This is defined as the algebraic 
sum of money wages and salaries, net income from 
self-employment, and income other than earnings. The 
total income of a family is the algebraic sum of the 
amounts received by all income recipients in the family. 

The income tables for families include in the lowest 
income group (under $1,000) those who were classified 
as having no income in the income year and those 
reporting a loss in net income from farm and nonfarm 
self-employment or in rental income. Some of these 
were living on income "in-kind," savings, or gifts, or 
were newly constituted families, or families in which the 
sole earner had recently died or had left the household. 
However, other families who reported no income prob- 
ably had some money income which was not recorded 
in the survey. 

Median income. The median income is the amount 
which divides the distribution into two equal groups, one 
having incomes above the median, and the other having 
incomes below the median. The medians for house- 
holds and families are based on all households and 
families. The medians for persons are based on persons 
with income. 

Mean income. The mean income is the amount obtained 
by dividing the total income of a group by the number of 
units in that group. The means for households and 
families are based on all households and families. The 
means for persons are based on persons with income. 



Computation of constant dollar means. The adjust- 
ment for price change was made by converting the 
mean incomes for women for the years 1978, 1981, 
1983, 1985, and 1987 into 1989 dollars on the basis of 
the change in the Consumer Price lndex (CPI). Esti- 
mates are provided using both the CPI-U and CPI-U-XI 
as price indexes. 

The indexes used to make the constant dollar con- 
versions are shown in table A-1. Both the CPI-U and 
CPI-U-XI are indexes designed to measure changes in 
family purchasing power. While either is a good mea- 
sure of the changes in prices paid by the average family 
represented in the index (urban consumers), it is not 
necessarily a good measure of the changes in prices 
faced by consumers of different characteristics and 
income levels. These limitations should be noted when 
comparing income figures adjusted to constant dollars 
using the CPI since the same indexes were used for all 
women and all income levels. For further discussion of 
the CPI-U and CPI-U-XI and the impact of these 
indexes on income and poverty data, see Current 
Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 166, Moneylncome 
and Poverty Status in the United States: 1988. 

Underreporting. As in most household surveys, the 
estimates of the number of money income recipients 
and the total amount of money income derived from the 
March CPS are somewhat less than comparable esti- 
mates derived from independent sources, such as the 
Bureau of Economic Analysis, Social Security Adminis- 
tration, and Veterans Administration. The difference 
between the survey estimate is generally termed "under- 
reporting." Underreporting tends to be more pronounced 
for income sources such as public assistance and 
welfare, unemployment compensation, and property 
income (interest, dividends, and net rental income). 
Estimates of income from wages and salaries tend to 
have less underreporting than most income types. 

Poverty definition. Families and unrelated individuals 
are classified as being above or below the poverty level 
using the poverty index originated at the Social Security 
Administration in 1964 and revised by Federal Intera- 
gency Committees in 1969 and 1980. The poverty index 
is based solely on money income and does not reflect 
the fact that many low-income persons receive food 
stamps, Medicaid, and public housing. The index is 
based on the Department of Agriculture's 1961 Econ- 
omy Food Plan and reflects the different consumption 
requirements of families based on their size and com- 
position. It was determined from the Department of 
Agriculture's 1955 Survey of Food Consumption that 
families of three or more persons spend approximately 
one-third of their income on food; the poverty level for 
these families was, therefore, set at three times the cost 
of the economy food plan. For smaller families and 
persons living alone, the cost of the economy food plan 
was multiplied by factors that were slightly higher in 

order to compensate for the relatively larger fixed 
expenses of these smaller households. The poverty 
thresholds are updated every year to reflect changes in 
the Consumer Price lndex (CPI). The average poverty 
threshold for a family of four was $11,662 in 1989. 
Weighted average poverty thresholds by size of family 
are shown in table A-2. For further details, see Current 
Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 168. 

Table A-1. Annual Average Consumer Price lndex 
(CPI-U) and (CPI-U-XI): 1977-89 

(1 982-84 = 100.0) 

Source: Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

Year 

1977. ............................... 
1978 ................................ 
1979 ................................ 
1980 ................................ 
1981. ............................... 
1982. ............................... 
1983. ............................... 
1984 ................................ 
1985. ............................... 
1986 ................................ 
1987 ................................ 
1988 ................................ 
1989 ................................ 

Weighted average thresholds at the poverty level. 
As shown in table A-2, the poverty cutoffs used by the 
Bureau of the Census to determine the poverty status of 
families and unrelated individuals consist of a set of 48 
thresholds arranged in a two-dimensional matrix con- 
sisting of family size (from one person, i.e., unrelated 
individuals, to nine or more persons) cross-classified by 
presence and number of family members under 18 
years old (from no children present to eight or more 
children present). Unrelated individuals and two-person 
families are further differentiated by the age of the 
individual or family householder (under 65 years and 65 
years and over). The total family income of each family 
in the sample is tested against the appropriate dollar 
threshold to determine the poverty status of that family. 
If the family's total income is less than its corresponding 
cutoff, the family is classified as below the poverty level. 
The average thresholds shown in table A-2 were weighted 
by the presence and number of children. For a given 
size of family, the weighted average threshold for that 
group is obtained by multiplying the threshold for each 
presence and number of children category within the 
given family size by the number of families in that 
category. These products are then aggregated across 
the entire range of presence and number of children 
categories, and the total aggregate is divided by the 
total number of families in the group to yield the 
weighted average threshold at the poverty level for that 
family. Because family composition does not remain 

CPI-U 

60.6 
65.2 
72.6 

82.4 
90.9 
96.5 
99.6 

103.9 
107.6 
109.6 
113.6 
118.3 
124.0 

CPI-U-X1 

63.2 
67.5 
74.0 

82.3 
90.1 
95.6 
99.6 

103.9 
107.6 
109.6 
113.6 
118.3 
124.0 



constant from year to year, the weighted average thresh- 
olds for 1989 will not reflect, identically, the change in 
the CPI between 1989 and earlier years. 

EXPLANATIONS OF TEXT AND TABLE 
CONVENTIONS 

Rounding. Percentages are rounded to the nearest 
tenth of a percent; therefore, the percentages in a 
distribution do not always add to exactly 100.0 percent. 

The totals, however, are always shown as 100.0. More- 
over, individual figures are rounded to the nearest 
thousand without being adjusted to grorlp totals, which 
are independently rounded; percentages are based on 
the unrounded numbers. 
Symbols. A dash (-) represents zero or rounds to zero, 
the symbol "B" means that the base for the derived 
figure is less than 75,000, the symbol "X" means not 
applicable, the symbol "NA" means not available, and 
the symbol "r" means revised. 

Size of family unit 

Table A-2. Poverty Thresholds in 1989, by Size of Family and Number of Related Chlldren Under 18 Years 

One person (unrelated 
individual) .................. 
Under 65 years ............ 
65 years and over .......... 

Weighted 

Two persons ................. 
Householder under 65 years . 
Householder 65 years and 
over ..................... 

Related children under 18 years 

Three persons ............... 
Four persons ................ 
Five persons ................. 
Six persons .................. 
Seven persons ............... 
Eight persons ................ 
Nine persons or more ......... 

thresh- 
olds .- One None Two Three Four Five Six Sewn 

Eight or 
more 



Appendix B. Introduction of CPI-U-XI as a Price lndex 

In order to accurately assess changes over time in 
economic well-being, an adjustment for cost of living 
changes is required. Incomes from different years need 
to be made comparable by evaluating them in dollars 
with the same purchasing power. In order to adjust for 
cost of living changes, the Census Bureau uses the 
official Consumer Price lndex (CPI-U), which is provided 
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS). This is an index 
of the cost of a market basket of goods and services 
representing the average consumption of the urban 
population. The Census Bureau uses the CPI-U in order 
to (1) adjust annual poverty thresholds for inflation and 
(2) compare changes in real income over time. 

According to many analysts, prior to 1983 the CPI-U 
measured housing costs in a way that led to excessive 
growth in the index during the late 1970's when interest 
rates increased rapidly. In particular, the housing com- 
ponent of the CPI-U gave inordinate weight to the costs 

of newly purchased homes, including both the purchase 
price and mortgage interest rates, as well as property 
taxes, insurance, and maintenance costs. As a result of 
the large weights assigned to homeownership costs, 
many analysts think that the CPI-U overstated the true 
rise in living costs in the late 1970's. 

In 1983, the BLS began using a revised method to 
calculate the CPI-U. This method uses estimates of the 
cost of renting equivalent housing to measure home- 
ownership costs, and as a result it is less affected by 
changes in housing prices and mortgage rates. The 
official CPI-U time series is based on the old methodol- 
ogy prior to 1983 and on the new methodology for the 
years 1983 to the present. 

For further discussion of the effect of the introduction 
of the CPI-U-XI on income and poverty estimates, see 
Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 168, Money 
Income and Poverty Status in the United States: 1989. 





Appendix C. Source and Accuracy of Estimates 

SOURCEOFDATA Description of the March Current Population 
Survey 

Most estimates in this report come from data obtained 
in March and April of years 1979 through 1990 in the 
Current Population Survey (CPS). The Bureau of the 
Census conducts the survey every month, although this 
report uses only March and April data for its estimates. 
The March and April surveys use two sets of questions, 
the basic CPS and the supplement for each month. 

Basic CPS. The basic CPS collects primarily labor 
force data about the civilian noninstitutional population. 
Interviewers ask questions concerning labor force par- 
ticipation about each member 15 years old and over in 
every sample household. 

The present CPS sample was selected from the 1980 
Decennial Census files with coverage in all 50 States 
and the District of Columbia. The sample is continually 
updated to account for new residential construction. It is 
located in 729 areas comprising 1,973 counties, inde- 
pendent cities, and minor civil divisions. About 60,000 
occupied households are eligible for interview every 
month. lnterviewers are unable to obtain interviews at 
about 2,600 of these units because the occupants are 
not home after repeated calls or are unavailable for 
some other reason. 

Since the introduction of the CPS, the Bureau of the 
Census has redesigned the CPS sample several times 
to improve the quality and reliability of the data and to 
satisfy changing data needs. The most recent changes 
were completely implemented in July 1985. 

The following table summarizes changes in the CPS 
designs for the years for which data appear in this 
report. 

'Excludes about 2,500 Hispanic households added from the 
previous November sample. (See "March Supplement.") 

'The CPS was redesigned following the 1980 Decennial Census of 
Population and Housing. During phase-in of the new design, housing 
units from the new and old designs were in the sample. 

Time Period 

1990. ......................... 
April 1988 to 1989 ............. 

........... 1986 to March 1988. 
........................ 1985.. 

................. 1982 to 1984. 
.................. 1 980 to 1981 
................. 1978 to 1979. 

March and April 1990 Supplements. In addition to the 
basic CPS questions, interviewers ask supplementary 
questions in March about the economic situation of 
persons and families for the previous year. About 39,000 
of the housing units interviewed in March were inter- 
viewed again in April. In these housing units all women 
18 years of age and older as well as women between 
the ages of 15 and 17 who had children were asked 
supplemental questions. These questions' concerned 
child support and alimony payments. Of the 43,018 
women found eligible in March, 39,474 of these women 
matched women interviewed in April. For the remaining 
3,544 women interviewed in March the child support 
and alimony information was imputed. Table C-1 gives 
the sample sizes and the imputation rates by marital 
status. 

Number 
of 

sample 
areas 

729 
729 
729 

629/72Q2 
629 
629 
614 

Housing units 
eligible' 

Estimation Procedure. This survey's estimation proce- 
dure inflates weighted sample results to independent 

- 
Inter- 

viewed 

57,400 
53,600 
57,000 
57,000 
59,000 
65,500 
55,000 

Not inter- 
viewed 

2,600 
2,500 
2,500 
2,500 
2,500 
3,000 
3,000 



estimates of the civilian noninstitutional population of 
the United States by age, sex, race and Hispanic/non- 
Hispanic categories. The independent estimates were 
based on statistics from decennial censuses of popula- 
tion; statistics on births, deaths, immigration and emi- 
gration; and statistics on the size of the Armed Forces. 
The independent population estimates used for the 
March 1981 CPS to present were based on updates to 
controls established by the 1980 Decennial Census. 
Data previous to 1981 were based on independent 
population estimates from the most recent decennial 
census. For more details on the change in independent 
estimates, see the section entitled "Introduction of 1980 
Census Population Controls" in an earlier report (Series 
P-60, NO. 133). 

The estimates in this report for 1984 and later also 
employ a revised survey weighting procedure for per- 
sons of Hispanic origin. In previous years, weighted 
sample results were inflated to independent estimates 
of the noninstitutional population by age, sex, and race. 
There was no specific control of the survey estimates 
for the Hispanic population. Since then, the Bureau of 
the Census developed independent population controls 
for the Hispanic population by sex and detailed age 
groups. Revised weighting procedures incorporate these 
new controls. In 1984 the new procedures resulted in an 
increase of about 11 percent in the Hispanic population 
estimate. The independent population estimates include 
some, but not all, undocumented immigrants. 

ACCURACY OF ESTIMATES 

Since the CPS estimates come from a sample, they 
may differ from figures from a complete census using 
the same questionnaires, instructions, and enumera- 
tors. A sample survey estimate has two possible types 
of error: nonsampling and sampling. The accuracy of an 
estimate depends on both types of error, but the full 
extent of the nonsampling error is unknown. Conse- 
quently, one should be particularly careful when inter- 
preting results based on a relatively small number of 
cases or on small differences between estimates. The 
standard errors for CPS estimates primarily indicate the 
magnitude of sampling error. They also partially mea- 
sure the effect of some nonsampling errors in responses 
and enumeration, but do not measure systematic biases 
in the data. (Bias is the average over all possible 
samples of the differences between the sample esti- 
mates and the desired value.) 

Nonsampling Variability. Nonsampling errors can be 
attributed to many sources. These sources include the 
inability to obtain information about all cases in the 
sample, definitional difficulties, differences in the inter- 
pretation of questions, respondents' inability or unwill- 
ingness to provide correct information or to recall infor- 
mation, errors made in data collection such as in 

recording or coding the data, errors made in processing 
the data, errors made in estimating values for missing 
data, and failure to represent all units with the sample 
(undercoverage). 

CPS undercoverage results from missed housing 
units and missed persons within sample households. 
Compared to the level of the 1980 Decennial Census, 
overall CPS undercoverage is about 7 percent. CPS 
undercoverage varies with age, sex, and race. Gener- 
ally, undercoverage is larger for males than for females 
and larger for Blacks and other races combined than for 
Whites. As described previously, ratio estimation to 
independent age-sex-race-Hispanic population controls 
partially corrects for the bias due to undercoverage. 
However, biases exist in the estimates to the extent that 
missed persons in missed households or missed per- 
sons in interviewed households have different charac- 
teristics from those of interviewed persons in the same 
age-sex-race-Hispanic group. Furthermore, the indepen- 
dent population controls have not been adjusted for 
undercoverage in the 1980 census. 

For the estimates obtained from this report, the 
nonsampling error due to imputing values may be 
particularly severe. Intended to reduce nonsampling 
error due to missing data, imputation procedures lose 
some of their effectiveness when the rate is so high. 
Table C-1 provides sample sizes and imputation rates 
by marital status. The imputation rates for divorced and 
separated women are the highest; over 17 percent of 
the data was not collected from interviews. 

Table C-1. Sample Sizes and Imputation Rates 

Marital Status Sample Imputed I sire 1 cases 1 Rates 

Total ..................... 
....................... Married 

..................... Widowed. 
...................... Divorced 

Separated. .................... 
................. Never Married 

Answers to questions about income often depend on 
the memory or knowledge of one person in a household. 
Recall problems can cause underestimates of income in 
survey data because people can easily forget minor or 
irregular sources of income. Respondents may also 
misunderstand what the Census Bureau considers income, 
or may simply be unwilling to answer these questions 
correctly because the questions are considered too 
personal. 

Sampling Variability. Sampling variability is variation 
that occurred by chance because a sample was sur- 
veyed rather than the entire population. Standard errors, 
as calculated by methods described later in "Standard 
Errors and Their Use," are primarily measures of sam- 
pling variability, although they may include some non- 
sampling error. 



Comparability of Data. Data obtained from the CPS 
and other sources are not entirely comparable. This 
results from differences in interviewer training and expe- 
rience and in differing survey processes. This is an 
example of nonsampling variability not reflected in the 
standard errors. Use caution when comparing results 
from different sources. 

Caution should also be used when comparing esti- 
mates in this report, which reflect 1980 census-based 
population controls, with estimates for 1979 and earlier 
years, which reflect 1970 census-based population con- 
trols. This change in population controls had relatively 
little impact on summary measures such as means, 
medians, and percentage distributions, but did have a 
significant impact on levels. For example, use of 1980 
based population controls results in about a Bpercent 
increase in the civilian noninstitutional population and in 
the number of families and households. Thus, estimates 
of levels for data collected in 1981 and later years will 
differ from those for earlier years by more than what 
could be attributed to actual changes in the population. 
These differences could be disproportionately greater 
for certain subpopulation groups than for the total 
population. 

Since no independent population control totals for 
persons of Hispanic origin were used before 1985, 
compare Hispanic estimates over time cautiously. 

For additional information on nonsampling error includ- 
ing the possible impact on CPS data when known, refer 
to Statistical Policy Working Paper 3, An Error Profile: 
Employment as Measured by the Current Population 
Survey, Office of Federal Statistical Policy and Stan- 
dards, U.S. Department of Commerce, 1978 and Tech- 
nical Paper 40, The Current Population Survey Design 
and Methodology, Bureau of the Census, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Commerce. 

Note When Using Small Estimates. Summary mea- 
sures (such as medians and percentage distributions) 
are shown only when the base is 75,000 or greater. 
Because of the large standard errors involved, summary 
measures would probably not reveal useful information 
when computed on a smaller base. However, estimated 
numbers are shown even though the relative standard 
errors of these numbers are larger than those for 
corresponding percentages. These smaller estimates 
permit combinations of the categories to suit data users' 
needs. Take care in the interpretation of small differ- 
ences. For instance, even a small amount of nonsam- 
pling error can cause a borderline difference to appear 
significant or not, thus distorting a seemingly valid 
hypothesis test. 

Standard Errors and Their Use. A number of approx- 
imations are required to derive, at a moderate cost, 
standard errors applicable to all the estimates in this 
report. Instead of providing an individual standard error 

for each estimate, generalized sets of standard errors 
are provided for various types of characteristics. Thus, 
the tables show levels of magnitude of standard errors 
rather than the precise standard errors. Standard errors 
for intermediate values not shown in the tables may be 
approximated by linear interpolation. 

Table C-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers 
(Numbers in thousands) 

NOTE: These standard errors were calculated using a = -0.000030 
and b = 3005. For a particular characteristic, see table C-4 for the 
appropriate factor to apply to the above standard errors. 

Two parameters, a and b, are used to calculate the 
standard errors for each type of characteristic; they are 
presented in Table C-4. These parameters were used to 
calculate the standard errors of various estimates for 
women in tables C-2 and C-3 and the factors in table 
C-4. They may also be used directly to calculate stand- 
ard errors. Methods for direct computation are given in 
the following sections. 

The sample estimate and its standard error enable 
one to construct a confidence interval, a range that 
would include the average result of all possible samples 
with a known probability. For example, if all possible 
samples were surveyed under essentially the same 
general conditions and using the same sample design, 
and if an estimate and its standard error were calculated 
from each sample, then approximately 90 percent of the 
intervals from 1.645 standard errors below the estimate 
to 1.645 standard errors above the estimate would 
include the average result of all possible samples. 

A particular confidence interval may or may not 
contain the average estimate derived from all possible 
samples. However, one can say with specified confi- 
dence that the interval includes the average estimate 
calculated from all possible samples. 

Some statements in the report may contain estimates 
followed by a number in parentheses. This number can 
be added to and subtracted from the estimate to 
calculate upper and lower bounds of the 90-percent 
confidence interval. For example, if a statement con- 
tains the phrase "grew by 1.7 percent (t1.0)," the 
90-percent confidence interval for the estimate, 1.7 
percent, is from 0.7 percent to 2.7 percent. 

Size of Estimate 

10. ........................... 
75 ............................ 
250 ........................... 
500 ........................... 
1,000 ......................... 
2,000 ......................... 
3,000 ......................... 
4,000 ......................... 
5,000 ......................... 
6,000 ......................... 

Size of 
estimate 

7,000 
8,000 
9,000 

10,000 
11,000 
12,000 
13,000 
15,000 
17,000 
20,000 

Standard 
error 

5 
15 
27 
39 
55 
77 
94 

107 
119 
130 

Standard 
error 

140 
149 
157 
164 
172 
178 
184 
196 
206 
21 9 



Table C-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percent- type of characteristic. When calculating standard errors 
ages for numbers from cross-tabulations involving different 

characteristics, use the factor or set of parameters for 
the characteristic which will give the largest standard 
error. 

Table C-4. Parameters for 1989 Child Support and 
Alimony Report 

Base of estimated per- 
centage (thousands) 

75 .................... 
200 ................... 
300 ................... 
400 ................... 
500 ................... 
600 ................... 
800 ................... 
1,000 ................. 
1,200 ................. 
1,500 ................. 
2,000 ................. 
3,000 ................. 
4,000 ................. 
5,000 ................. 
10,000 ................ 
15,000 ................ 
17,000 ................ 
20,000 ................ 

Standard errors may also be used to perform hypoth- 
esis testing, a procedure for distinguishing between 
population parameters using sample estimates. The 
most common type of hypothesis appearing in this 
report is that the population parameters are different. An 
example of this would be comparing the poverty rate for 
White families with the poverty rate for Black families. 

Tests may be performed at various levels of signifi- 
cance, where a significance level is the probability of 
concluding that the characteristics are different when, in 
fact, they are the same. All statements of comparison in 
the text have passed a hypothesis test at the 0.1 0 level 
of significance or better. This means that the absolute 
value of the estimated difference between characteris- 
tics is greater than or equal to 1.645 times the standard 
error of the difference. 

Characteristic 

INCOME 

Women 
............ Total or Whiie 

.................. Black.. 
........... Hispanic Origin 

Women Below the Poverty 
Level 

............ Total or White 
.................... Black 

........... Hispanic Origin 
NOTE: These standard errors were calculated using b = 3,005. 

For a particular characteristic, see table C-4 for the appropriate factor Families 
............ to apply to the above standard errors. Total or White 

.................. Black.. 

Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers. There are 
two ways to compute the approximate standard error, 
&, of an estimated number shown in this report. The first 
uses the formula 

Estimated percentages 

where f is a factor from table C-4, and s is the standard 
error of the estimate obtained by interpolation from 
table C-2. The second method uses formula (2), from 
which the standard errors in table C-2 were calculated. 
This formula will provide more accurate results than 
formula (1). 

2 or 
98 

2.8 
1.7 
1.4 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

Here x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the 
parameters in table C-4 associated with the particular 

factor 
f 

1 .O 
1.1 
1.4 

2.1 
2.1 
2.7 

1 .O 
1 .O 

Parameter 

........... Hispanic Origin 

5 or 
95 

4.4 
2.7 
2.2 
1.9 
1.7 
1.5 
1.3 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 

a 

-0.000030 
-0.000225 
-0.000791 

-0.0001 27 
-0.000828 
-0.00291 6 

-0.000016 
-0.000141 

Women with dependent chil- 
dren whose fathers are 
absent: 

Marital Status 
............ Total or White 

Black .................... 
........... Hispanic Origin 

b 

3,005 
3,436 
5,791 

12,668 
12,668 
21,349 

2,744 
2,991 

Selected Characteristics of 
Women: 

................ Education 
............. Employment. 

........... Unemployment 

10 or 
90 

6.0 
3.7 
3.0 
2.6 
2.3 
2.1 
1.8 
1.6 
1.5 
1.3 
1.2 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 

Selected Characteristics of 1 I I 
Families: 

Tenure.. ................. I -0.000018 1 3,501 1 1.1 

25 or 
75 

8.7 
5.3 
4.3 
3.8 
3.4 
3.1 
2.7 
2.4 
2.2 
1.9 
1.7 
1.4 
1.2 
1.1 
0.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 

I , 
NOTE: To obtain standard error parameters by residence, multiply 

the above parameters by a factor of 1.0 for metropolitan residence; 
1.5 for nonmetropolin residence; 0.74 for Northeast; 0.98 for 
Midwest; 1.04 for South; 1.06 for West. Women of Hispanic origin may 
be of any race. 

50 

10.0 
6.1 
5.0 
4.3 
3.9 
3.5 
3.1 
2.7 
2.5 
2.2 
1.9 
1.6 
1.4 
1.2 
0.9 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 

illustration 
Table 1 of this report shows that there were 5,748,000 

women with child support payments agreed to or awarded 
in 1989. Using formula (1) with f = 1.5 from table C-4 
and s = 127,000 by interpolation from table C-2, the 
standard error of 5,748,000 is 

Using the second method with a = -0.000064 and b 
= 6,380 from table C-4, the approximate standard error 
is 



% = v( -0.000064) (5,748,000)2 + (6,380) (5,748,000) 
= 186,000 
The 90-percent confidence interval for the number of 

women with child support payments agreed to or awarded 
is~5,442,000~6,054,000,i.e.,5,7~,000 & 1.645(186,000). 
A conclusion that the average estimate derived from all 
possible samples lies within a range computed in this 
way would be correct for roughly 90 percent of all 
possible samples. 

Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages. The 
reliability of an estimated percentage, computed using 
sample data for both numerator and denominator, depends 
on the size of the percentage and its base. Estimated 
percentages are relatively more reliable than the corre- 
sponding estimates of the numerators of the percent- 
ages, particularly if the percentages are 50 percent or 
more. When the numerator and denominator of the 
percentage are in different categories, use the factor or 
parameter from table C-4 indicated by the numerator. 

The approximate standard error, s , ,  of an estimated 
percentage can be obtained by use of the formula 

In this formula, f is the appropriate factor from table 
C-4 and s is the standard error of the estimate obtained 
by interpolation from table C-3. 

Alternatively, formula (4) will provide more accurate 
results: 

Here x is the total number of persons, families, 
households, or unrelated individuals which is the base 
of the percentage, p is the percentage (0 5 p 5 loo), 
and b is the parameter in table C-4 associated with the 
characteristic in the numerator of the percentage. 

lllustration 

Table 1 of this report shows that of the 4,953,000 
women due child support payments in 1989, 75.2 per- 
cent of the women actually received payment. Using 
formula (3) with f = 1.5 from table C-4 and s = 1.1 by 
interpolation from table C-3, the standard error of 75.2 
percent is 

Using the alternate method with b = 6,380 from table 
C-4, the approximate standard error is 

So, the 90-percent confidence interval for the esti- 
mated percentage of women who actually received 
payment is from 72.7 to 77.7, i.e., 75.2 f 1.645(1.5). 

Standard Error of a Difference. The standard error of 
the difference between two sample estimates is approx- 
imately equal to 

S X - ~  = v m  (5) 

where s, and s,, are the standard errors of the estimates, 
x and y. The estimates can be numbers, percentages, 
ratios, etc. This will represent the actual standard error 
quite accurately for the difference between estimates of 
the same characteristic in two different areas, or for the 
difference between separate and uncorrelated charac- 
teristics in the same area. However, if there is a high 
positive (negative) correlation between the two charac- 
teristics, the formula will overestimate (underestimate) 
the true standard error. 

Illustration 
Table 1 of the report shows that in 1989,72.1 percent 

of the 1,685,000 married women due child support 
actually received payments whereas 76.9 percent of the 
2,123,000 divorced women due child support actually 
received payments. The apparent difference in the 
percentages between these two groups of women is 4.8 
percent. Using b = 6,380 from table C-4 in formula (4), 
the standard error on 72.1 percent is approximately 2.8 
percent, and the standard error on 76.9 percent is 
approximately 2.3 percent. Using formula (5), the stand- 
ard error of the estimated difference of 4.8 percent is 
about 

The 90-percent confidence interval around the differ- 
ence is from -1 .l to 10.7 percent, i.e., 4.8 f 1.645(3.6). 
Since this interval includes zero, we cannot conclude at 
the 0.10 significance level that the percentage of mar- 
ried women actually receiving child support payments is 
less than the percentage of divorced women actually 
receiving child support payments. 

Standard Error of a Median. The sampling variability 
of an estimated median depends on the form of the 
distribution and the size of the base. One can approxi- 
mate the reliability of an estimated median by determin- 
ing a confidence interval about it. (See the section 
"Standard Errors and Their Use" for a general discus- 
sion of confidence intervals.) 

Estimate the 68-percent confidence limits of a median 
based on sample data using the following procedure. 

1. Determine, using formula (4), the standard error of 
the estimate of 50 percent from the distribution. 



2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard 
error determined in step 1. 

3. Using the distribution of the characteristic, deter- 
mine upper and lower limits of the 68-perceht 
confidence interval by calculating values correspond- 
ing to the two points established in step 2. 
Use the following formula to calculate the upper 
and lower limits. 

where 

X,, = estimated upper and lower bounds for the 
confidence interval (0 5 p 5 1). For purposes of 
calculating the confidence interval, p takes on the 
values determined in step 2. Note that X,, esti- 
mates the median when p = 0.50. 

N = for distribution of numbers: the total number of 
units (persons, households, etc.) for the character- 
istic in the distribution. 

= for distribution of percentages: the value 1 .O. 

p = the values obtained in step 2. 

A,, A, = the lower and upper bounds, respectively, 
of the interval containing X,,. 

N, , N2 = for distribution of numbers: the estimated 
number of units (persons, households, etc.) with 
values of the characteristic greater than or equal to 
A, and A,, respectively. 

= for distribution of percentages: the esti- 
mated percent of units (persons, households, etc.) 
having values of the characteristic greater than or 
equal to A, and A ,  respectively. 

4. Divide the difference between the two points deter- 
mined in step 3 by two to obtain the standard error 
of the median. 

illustration 
Table 5 shows that the median income in 1987 for 

ever-divorced women with income is $1 1,638 on a base 
of 15,773,000 women. 

1. Using formula (4) with b = 3,306 the standard error 
of 50 percent on a base of 15,773,000 is about 0.7 
percent. 

2. To obtain a 68-percent confidence interval on the 
estimated median, add to and subtract from 50 
percent the standard error found in step 1. This 
yields limits of 49.3 and 50.7. 

3. The income of 8,802,000 (53.2 percent) of these 
women was at least $10,000 and the income of 
7,684,000 (46.4 percent) of these women was at 

least $12,000. Using formula (6), the lower limit on 
the estimate is found to be about 

Similarly, the upper limit is found by linear interpo- 
lation to be about 

Thus, a 68-percent confidence interval on the median 
income of ever-divorced women in 1987 is from 
$1 1,440 to $1 1,835. 

4. The standard error of the median is, therefore, 
(1 1,835 - 1 1,440)/2 = 198. 

Table C-5. Child Support and Alimony Factors for 
1979 - 1987 

Note: Apply the appropriate factor to the parameters in table C-4. 

Year 

1987 .......................... 
1985 .......................... 
1981 to 1983. ................. 
1978. ......................... 

NOTE: Standard errors in the tables are calculated by 
the same method as above. However, a different stand- 
ard error may be obtained because of rounding. 

Standard Error of a Mean for Grouped Data. The 
formula used to estimate the standard error of a mean 
for grouped data is 

Type of Characteristic 

In this formula, y is the size of the base of the distribu- 
tion and b is a parameter from table C-4. The variance, 
S, is given by the following formula: 

Total, 
White or 

Black 

1.1 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 

where x , the mean of the distribution, is estimated by 

c is the number of groups; i indicates a specific group, 
thus taking on values 1 through c. 

Hispanic 

Income 

1 .I 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 

Nonin- 
come 

1.1 
0.9 
0.5 
0.4 







Appendix D. Facsimile of April 1990 CPS Questionnaire 

CHECK ITEM 

Only CPSl for hwoehold . . a 
~ t r n  CPS 1 of mntmuatm mold. . n 
S R O ~ ~  CPS~ of contonuatton whold 0 

NON H'HOLD RESPONDENT.. ... .n 
(Specify and%& l n t m m  
for 1ntewkw.j h o ~ s . h ~ l d )  1 

Third, fourih,and 5th CPS-1 n ...... 

LINE NO. OF H'HOLD RESP. 

.............................. 
INTERVIEW 

ANY ENTRY OTHER THAN ( y, 0 
NEVER WORKED IN ITEMS 
Z ~ A - E  in ~~ICCPS-~ ..... .!NO 0 

NONINTERVIEW 
TYPE A ..................... C3 
TYPE 8 ..................... ,I 
TYPE C ...................... 

(SEND INTER COMM 
0 

FOR TYPE A AND C) 

FORM CPSl US. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bwuu Of the CFmc 

CURIEMU PQPUBAUOOM SURVEY 

CONTROL NUMBER 

t 
I 

I 

I I , 
I 

I 

! 

F0m A p p r d  - O.M.B. Na IZ (M100 - Expirs 11-W91 Foadic2Rl:l 

I I I 

I I 

PSU SEGMENT j SERIAL 



ARMED FORCES MEMBERS TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS 
( f l # ~ h ~ ~ h r ~ d t h * A F " k C C l f o n 2 2  ClllLORENS (O-llyerrdd) TRANSCRIPTION ITEMS 

Ilfm d m  4 Mdmn In houvhdd us8 c-Ila VSl d-mmt.1 
- 

If man d~m 2 AFpnonr In hanehcld, use conrbIwflon CPIl d ~ m n r . )  

FIRST ARMED FORCES MEMBER 

10A. 100. RELATIONSHIP TO 18C 1BD. IRE. MARITAL STATUS 
LINE REFERENCE PERSON PARENTS AGE 

--- - 

FIRSTCHILO 

1 W  100. RELATIONSHIPTO REFERENCE 18C 18D. 1801.SEX 18K. 
LINE PERSON (CcmodCmdltn, 14b) PARENTS AGE u.1. r ORIGIN 

1 1 NatumllM- Child.. ... ffi 0 NUMBER 

*Child.. ............ .08 0 0 0  1aL RACE 

NO. 

0 0  
I I 
2 2 
3 3 

4 
5 
G 
7 
8 
3 

Ref. R'Pn WITH ral. in H'hld. 01 0 
Ref. -with NOd.in H'hldM 0 
Hmbad ................... 03 0 
Wtb ...................... 04 0 
NotunVAdaptad Child ....... 05 0 
StwChild ................. 08 0 
Grmnkhi ld ................. 07 0 
Farent .................... cB 0 
BmthM/s'hta.. ............ 09 0 
O t k  rel. of Ref. Pe~an ...... 10 0 
Fona Child ............... . I1  0 

LlNE 
NUMBER 

0  0 
I I 
2 2 
3 3 

4 
5 
G 
7 
8 

NOW 3 

0 

........... Grandchild.. 
......... BrothaBirar.. 

Foster Child ............. 11 0 Ama. G 

Ahut 
Eskimo \ 8 

3 
Adan or 
~s i f i i  4 
Idrnsnder 1 
other . . . . .  

Wuiowed ...... 3 

clworwd ...... 4 

Separated.. .... S 

Never married . . G 

' 1 Nayel.ofRef.Pemn 
3 w~th NO OWN rd. in HWd. 14 0 

Non-d. of Ref. Paan 
WITH OWN nl. in H'hld.. ... .12 0 

Non-ni. of Ref. Paron 
( o t k  thm panmlmommata) 
with NO OWN id. in H'hld.. .14 0 SECOND CHILD 

.. ~ntura~l~c~optad Child.. 
Stepchild.. ............ 

........... Grndchild.. 
......... 

Fmter Child ............. 11 0 

- 
10D. 
AGE 

0 0  
I I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
G 
7 
8 
3 

... Ma*.. 

1BI. RACE 

Whim ... 
Bl a&... 2 

I I I I 
18F. 1801. SEX 1BH. 181. 1W. RACE 18K. 
SPOUSES HIGHEST GRADE ORIGIN 
LINE NO. GRADE COMPLETED 

Male I 

Female 2 

Whim.. ..... 
m .  . 

A m .  G 
Indim. ( 7 
Alart 
Eskimo 

%.or! 4 
Idmhr f 
oshe, . . . . .  

1 1 3 1 with NO OWN nl. in H'hld. 14 0 

M . o f R e f . P w w n  
WlTH OWN id. in WhM.. .12 0 

Non-ral. of Ref. Pemn 

THIRD CHILD 

18A I 180. RELATIONSHIPTO REFERENCE 1 18C. 1 10D. 1 lffil. SEX 1 18K. 

SECOND ARMED FORCES MEMBER 

lE4. I 100. RELATIONSHIPTO I lac. I 18D. I 1BE. MARITAL STATUS 
LlNE 
NO. 

0  0  
I I 
i 2 
3 3 

8 
5 
G 
7 
8 
3 

PERSON (Contrd Cordln, 14b) PARENT'S 
LlNE 
NUMBER 

0  0 
I I: 
2 2 
3 3 

4. 
5  
G 

AGE 

0 0 
I I 
2 
3 
9 
5 
G 
7 
8 
3 

Male ..... I 
Female ... 2 

1aL RACE 

White... I 

BlkC ... 2 

h e r .  
Indian. 
Abut. 
Eskimo ) 
Asian or\ 
Psific 4 
lrla~k I 
Omcr S 

ORIGIN 

0  0 
I I 
2 2 
3 3 

8 
5 
G 
? 
r3 
3 

LINE 
NO. 

0 0 
I I 
2 2 
3 3 

4. 
5 
G 
7 
8 
3 

REFERENCEPERSON 

Rsf. Rnon WITH id. in Khld. 01 0 
Ref. pam with NO &.in HhldM 0 
Hmbad ................... 03 0 
Wlh.. ................... .W 0 

...... NnudAdopl4Child 05 0 
Step Child.. ............... OB 0 
Grandchild. ............... .07 0 
Pannn .................... 08 0 
B m h a / S i . .  ............ 09 0 
0 r n s r m l . o f R e f . m  ...... 10 0 
FomrChild ................ 11 0 

Non-nl. of Ref. Pamn 
WITH OWN rM. in H'hld.. ... .12 0 

Patna/Rmmmaw.. ....... . .I3 0 
Non-d. of Ref. Psnon 

(olhm than partnwlroommaw~ 
with NO OWN rd. in H'hld.. . I 4  0 

PARENTS 
LlNE 
NUMBER 

0 0  
I I 
2 E 
3 3 

4 
5 
G 
7 
8 

None 9 
0 

AGE 

0  
1 I 
2 2 
3 3 
4 4 
5 5 
G G 
7 7 
8 8 
4 3 

NatwaVAdopted Child.. ... 05 0 
Step Child.. ............ .OB 0 
Grandchild ............. .07 0 
E)roxhET/Sirtlr.. ......... .09 0 
OmaRd . o f r e f . m . . . . l O  0 
Foster Child ............. 11 0 

Norrid. Of Ref. Perm 
WlTH OWN id. in H'hld.. .12 0 

Nm.ml. of Ref. Pbrron 
with NO OWN d. in H'hld. 14 0 

FOURTH CHILD 

1m. RELATIONSHIP TO REFERENCE 
PERSON (Contrd Cmdltm~ 14b) 

- 

1% 
PARENTS 
LlNE 
NUMBER 

0 0  
I 1  
2 2 
3 3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
9 

None <' 

0 

- 
180. 
AGE 

0 0  
I I 

2 
3 

5  
G 
7 
8 
3 

18F. 
SPOUSES 
LlNE NO. 

0 0  
I I 
2 i 
3 3 

S 
4 
r' 

None " 
0 

1BH. 181. 
HIGHEST GRADE 
GRADE COMPLETED 
ATTENDED y, I 

; N O 2  

1W. RACE 

NaturallMopted Child. ... .05 0 
Stepchild.. ............ .06 0 
Grandchild.. ........... .07 0 
Bmther/Sii.. ......... .09 0 
0- Rd. of ref. perm.  .. .lo 0 
Foster Child ............. 11 0 

Non-rel of Ref. Person 
WlTH OWN nl. in H'hld.. .12 0 

Nawel. of Ref. Pemn 
with NO OWN rel. in HNd. 14 0 

Male I 

Female 2 

White. ...... I 
Black ....... 2 

AM. Indwr. 
A lw t  Eskimo 3 

Puian 
or Pacific Id. . <- 
o w  ....... 5 
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13. TYPE INTERVIEW ~ O N ~ ~ ~ ~ V I E W  

Noninteviw 0 N P E A  N P E B  I T V l E C M W W  SEASONAL STATUS 
I 

PsnoMI..... 0 14.(Mr*mwnndncr) $6. lAThbunhbin*nadcoloreupncv: 
......... T*. --tar 0 Vsant -regular. .............. 0 . "  ...... 

Tel. -callback 0 REASON RACE 
v.l,,,l,.a.. 

ICR f i l ~  0 I vrsnt -nuasscdh%ldhrniM 0 .... . 
O  j Temp.mbv-rithURE.. 0 

......... ...... . Taporailv I 
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fnrYc*rkfaafh I mtanrrtusinsaor aorag..... 0 
~ h d d * s a a o n i v )  

... 
0 

0 

Unoccupied tm sit0 or tmiler sit0 0 

mnaru*ionmaated 0 
k m i t  pntsd. ....... . 

0 ........... 

I I .- - -- - -- -m 
TRIlPlSWIlPTlON ITEMS 

F M f o r h m v k n a d ~ r * * .  ( I f S Q ) ~ C P J . l ' l ~ n 4 ~ ~ m I h r C P S 1 n c k m a h J  ________________-_------------------------------------------------------- 
27A. TENURE NOT€& 

ITImsrrikhaaNnnlO) -_____--__-_-______---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
h m d  ~ b e i n g  bo4ght.. ...... f  
Rented ..................... 2 
Nocahmt  ................ 3  ____-_-----_---C___-----------------------------_-------------------------------------------------------- 

276. HOUSEHOLD STATUSCHANGE 
I,*b*npfmahan*oldhb-, 

Y a  0 . ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------- 
No 0 

TOTAL FAMILY INCOME 
flmmcrthhaccIteml9) 

-__________-_______--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
0 1 0  0 6 0  0 9 0  1 3 0  
0 2 0  0 6 0  1 0 0  1 4 0  
03  0 07 0 11 0 ........................................................................................................... 
0 4 0  0 8 0  1 2 0  2 9 0  

..................................................... 
r~~~~~~ USE O W L ~  COOER NUMBER . 

REMINDER ---------------------------------------------------. REINTERVIEWER 
m 

A B C O E F O H J K L M  
Ropranrup*viror ........... 0 

Mit-lM-18Kmp.prf 57 .5nd l l .  -- -------- - ------------------------------------------- Aloma* .................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  

Suprv iDyf i idmoarCirs  0 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 ? 8 9  
..................... Othr 0 



18. LINE NUMBER m.DM d 0 ~ v v a 8 k w t 8 ~  n . ( f f / h 1 9 , ~ m 2 1 r ~  ~ ~ ( M L K ~ ~ ~ , w ~ o z . ? A . )  ... 24.CHECK ITEM I 
L------------------------J 

lS.mnrrr...doinpmon 
of UST WEEK - (R-runba) 

F i  digit  SEGMENT 
nrmbrs . 

d LAST WEEK? . ..... 
.. . .  ....... ......... Kming house.. H o 4 4  Onwwt ian..... 0 

,Mu 
Nothinp(z*.mW) ......... Going mschoi.. ........ s o 2m CHECK s s 

U ~ b l e t o m w k ~ m t * l . . u  0 G G Badweatha 0 ITPA. u*bnarpl: ..... 5umwryeamqa. .  0 
Retired.. .............. .R o 49' 0 lYlp m 7 ? ) . . . . .  0 M t e r d e d  ....... 4 :: 

G 6 
Othafs~mW~)). ........ .OT 0 IhmU) 8 8 bbordiwts.. . .  0 
i 1-34 0 (Gom 3 9  228.At t h o . . .  24B.Whydid...lmWtiob) 

+ k b b t o b e g i n  (wm for ~ - k ~ ~ *  *MI. tamily 
(Im. l l m g u m c y ) a ~ .  0 3  9  .... 3648 0 (Gomm) h i  0 

....................... .. h l t h  0 Zbl).b...*bVh.har 
--------------------- .... ............. va 0 (Coro2X) 

0 No 0 (S*pm2SDJ 

=OMS. . .  VMIALLVw&35 ........ 0 
did. .. ... Yes 0 w h u b ( l n n m  

. . . l * o M b s h  Otha.. ..................... 0 3 3  3 3  
4-4 4 - 4  
5 5  5 5  

No 0 w h u k ~ n a  
Yes.. rn ........... 

8 8  8 8  
W W ?  . . . . . . . . . . .  No 0 VB8 0 f o r d ?  No.. 9 9  9 9  

fwr*~slpcprralwm) -7' No 0 
2OE.Di. ..nul*myonnhr* 31Howmwr(u*p 8 8 ? U ) . W w m h . t n m r . . . h m t  (Ash JD) O 

' s a e k ~ k  ..O an-*mw -2 .............. 
- ~ a . . .  bidoff? F) 9  l o o l i f o r d ?  10 .Hawmuchdol... 

WnrM hemps ........... 0 -WEEK? 21 coos... uu*lym (Mn*&rraon~ l fmd)  
jb hounainM.r - PD. Has.. . bm W i w  forfulbtime . BcIi-byy.r 

 ALLY 0  s 0  0 
Plantormachinsremir.. ..... 0 V n  0 H a r m m y a ~  a m. t i nnwrk?  m ~ a e ~ n a n a o f w o r k w a r m  0 -Imr- n thb iob  I 2 2 2  I I I 

b n d i d . . . d l  mlhhbb7 
Nsrr job starnd durinp weak.. 0 

vn 0 .... .. Job tarnimed durinpswok, . . o ZZE. w'. tmw tlln a jabLAST 
L & ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n : p r i a n c e  

( ~ m * d l O B o .  No0 WEEK if m hd b.n ofhnd? 
touldfindonlvmrt-timawork o -lfmm- 

~ ~ i d s v l L @ ~ n l ~ )  .... 0 w--d ** mU.ndnm,&, 
ellp a U) 

Llbadirpute.. ............ 0 M d k n  m k )  
WO. 

Badwmtha.. .............. 0 
......... (z*. to 23) O t h a ( S p a l @ h ~  0 F.mily rsrponsibilitiar.. 0 

Om illma.. 0 0 lNDVSTRv ............. OCCUPATION 

onwesrim ................ 0 :  0 0 0  E) 0  
Too buw with hou-k. I I 1 1  I 1  . 

~ p s n o n l b u k , e t c  ... 0 C 2 2 2  2 2 
 id m t  want full-timewoh. . 0 3 3 3 3 3 Yes 0 (Sktptoai) 
Full-tima work vmk U 4 4  1- $- 4 No 0 (Ash2SFJ 

undu36hwrr.. 0 : 5 5 ........ 
...... 0 G G 

0 ? ?  7 ? ?  
Wzmwwkadatail.. .......... 0 8 8  8 8 8  
(SKtPto Ulf by~f fmrd  h 21.4, 

y 9 9  . --------------------- 3 9 9  a n w M d a h r r M l w p a t l n n  fmn 
ReI: 0 R d  0 

M 4 n m Z 3 d m t u  
+won: ~ k a n w r s r d ~ r i k n  - ""c O (kc. 0 k b l d w 2 v a b ~ ~ w  %wrW. . ' l  

23. OEbCRlPTlDN OF JOB OR BUSINESS 

P A  F a  rrhan di ... d? (Umw of cawpmy, bushm, wppnmthu wothwaryoyn.) IZ3E.wrthisffan 1 PC. CHECK ITEM 
I An Unplovw of a PRIVATE Co. I 

.. 1 bm, or individual fw wqsr. elm or mmm. P 0 

............. ~ a m v t k i n d o t b u r i r a r a ~ i s m * ) ~ ~ ~ 8 x m p l . : T ~ d n r B o r n f p , ~ ~ r m r . ~ ~ . L ~ h p t . ~  j ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ g o ~ m m a n t m p l -  

............. I A STATE ponrrmat employe.. 
................ I A L O c A L & , O m m m t ~  L O  

m w h u k i  ndotrrortm.... d o i ~ I F a r m d :  ~ m @ ~ ~ , ~ c h r * . ~ ~ . )  
I Sslfampl. in OWN bur. prof. pmctics, or hrm 
I 

=.Whnrr*... .'amonirnoa~.ctWmadutia~*biob?fF~nmph: 1YP4-e-w / 
~ ~ c p n * a ~ l u m , ~ m c l W e )  I Wortins WITHOUT PAY in fam. bur or t an . .  . 

I NEVER WORKED.. ..................... .NEV 0 



lla I Itt iEur|orcHPTonEFERET{CEP€nSOfl
L l i lE  I  Ro l .  F  swtTHrs t .  in } t l r rd . . . . . , . . . . . . .  o l  o
tO '  

I  A" l . co- * i r ,nOr t . inH 'h |d . . . . . . . . . . .02  O
I  H u l b o , r d . . . . . . . . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ( B  O

r!c.
PAFS
LITIE
rlo

o @
f f

+
5

?
a
9

wil

tEo,
AG€

t
@

+ +
t 5
6 6
7 7
a a
9 9

'EE. TARITAI.
sTAruE
tile.ild-

spqs
Fg|t I

Mmird-
lptuB
abtrt
(Exihda.
'?Nbd) 

"
Wido,vld 3
Divdrd +
Sepe6rd 3

l{ad
mffi€d G

I

r8F. I rECr. SEX
StrotrsE,sl Mlh t I
L f i E  I  r * n e 1 7
xrxrsERl - f-

oo lrocz.vrtiAilsrarlr
l l  I  v .mnT
< c  I
3 3  |  v i d m E €  I

+ I KoMliJd 2
5 | Wbddrib,l l 3
G | ltbrrd we I +

: I 
othqsetuh. s

; I 
Notu€tdn 6

llH.HlGtlEsT | | |

:lif,il." I l#l*lF ;^c"- - - - --Ti*;"
I  w t u n . . . . . .  r I o  

"Y 6 r  
I  e ' " o , . . . . . . . a 1 :  r

M t  I  o* . ,na* .  11  '

l i l : ; ; "1 . ;
l * * .  I  s
I  Pe i th ls l . . . .  +  |  G
t l

I  o" - . . . . . . .s1  3
I  r is
t l

l l  II

o o
I T

3

7

. - - . . . . . . . . . . . 0 6  0

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 6  0
, . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 7  0

r 1
e ?

tlrtuEl/Adoprtd Child
S $ p C h i | d . . . . . . . . . .
G E i d r i l d . . . . . . . - ,

5 I Eor|;/si lta. .. . -.. .. .
G I ottrn.t.ofRa{.p..s-
?  |  F c 6 C h i | d . . . . . . . . . . .
|f I N*ret. of Ref. F Fn
9 | WITH olfvN rc|. in H'hld

0 s o
1 0 0
l t o

I

1 2 0
1 3 0

t 4 0

fftwrb.fp, c6tcl qd tffi ,t)
Thh lqln is

,&-24 ret ot lge O (A* 26A,
A l l q r h r t . . . . . . .  O  I S r F b & C /

B. |tno dd ...lfm Eorl(lrffi Aiandol
t{0 pl6? 

Ueilr)
J F M  A M J  J A S  O N D

o o o  o o o  o o o  o o o
(vN19-)

@ I ? 3 + S e  a a S  !
o r e 3 + 5 G ? 8 9

43. Dld|tg l$q, hc nDy d.vt dd
dr df [tl6t'r ffir.r hm odody ol

d YUt th. Crlldlml ?
(brtl

a r 2 3
o t e 3 + 5 6 ? 4 9

.  o x 2 3 + 5 G ? A 9
N w O

51. rnnrtuFyiffioh
tatuan--lk ddtfor6)

Oirdly lrm tir
drildl6l'! trrhs? O

Thragh . en
rpublic!gency?.. O

58, Hilyotrtaoitrdmv
gqffirr.|.naf lr ald ln
dllnine 6l|drF.t lit
dild(clqf bdhma
tndfit

ta o(!$ no o ffi
rtthdr|ea rDl|d in. hur dpl, @lkfr, q
ffir(M"Y6"tfffi6Hbd

o r ? 3 + 5 6 ? 8 9
o i ? 3 + 5 6 ? 4 9

5e. Inrbtyrdldye16
sctshicncy?

(YN 19-)lvldirirh. l,g{-No.tuantu wibr,
Ya O (vq|y rh O (silptoz5c)

*lifi,;;. "o lu"ut ;

not Jpoad 6 Hh! p|yilna'llffi,l',,,-0'.. . o., I
32. ltthy w you c voff drnd(mt

o I ? 3 + 3 G ? 4 9
o t e 3 + 5 6 ? 4 9

|.. Wl|tG$.hof 6nnrrll'
(U6th)

J F M  A M J  J A S  O N D

o o o  o o o  o o o  o o o
(Ya 19 -)

It4. Wn $ltd rfpoft prrmt ryrcd
6qmdtd l l6 td |@d

TJ',..- I
Votuntry wittcn 

/

! g ' f f i t ? . . . . . . .  O  )
c o n o o s e d ? . . . . . .  o  l l s t D
o t t r - . . . . . - - - . . . - . .  o  l b {

No O (Att15)

d er6d toumil
@lddr ye. 19&

Chlld{ml! tlttr
di.d brtm 1960 . .

artu-ryrr......

o \rs4
I t o

o ) 'z
o t

Uqi,l&?(ndcl drdwrr)

L f f i t h c f f i E r . . . . . . . . . .  O
Erbb l id rp .s rn i ry . . . . . . . . .  o
EiEblidr$pponobllgrtio O
Entorleepponqdt...... O

zli. b... mlld lndrol.rfrrll.tlF
6r trliir. frrorn?

Iiilitr 3 k**
zt o*crmr|

Ulr.Ao(5otl| brlod l|n
t drb D.rn?

s c u o )  I
othd O )-

SaVO*, O I /

15. H.... chd adoo!.d nydrlldm,

9,'lttstu (RaA dWru)

Rlgulsfy. . .  a FNpntS)
O6imlly O I
Sddmd...  O >( th51)
N m ? - .  - .  O  I

o

O b t l i r @ l L d i o n . . . . . .
N o h e l 9 D @ i d . d . . . . . .
O$u.f$df hmr.Ya O (Ath fi)

No o (s!,pb5r#;Grr6
i|6. Wlry ttdd6 apgort Fftm!

pr{rdLcirr5?

Fimlqff i rpoding.. .  O

Orh.. tln!rcid
o g m i l r i a ( b . . . . . . . .  o

Fathar li6 in hddEld ;. . O
WaGd drild spod but:

Dk ndFrrumffid O

FotEr tinmhlly
u n $ l c b p l y . . . . . .  O

Uobl! b l€s ldhd O
Un€6le b

6t!bli!hpftmiry.. o
O t h . r  S t G r r t . . , . , , . .  O

Did ffi-vaif---------
d r i l d s o o o n . . . . . . . . . .  O

(shtp
b51

F. i i lntryatf f i tu-.sm
lq..bDEdl?

r 2 3 + +  F t t 3 r )

lhb pmri b @mdyl

NffiM.d o Wf'
A f l o f F 6 . . . .  o  6 r t 6 2 )iEllttrEa: AS THE L F. mre fOR ALL H.tL _ ,

i7- I{IERVIEWEi CHECX rTEil
(S..cr. tM rldd rg)

rctrdnllitPaYEt!!

ffi,#,* t
Thc Lths Gtusd ro par? O
YswwurEole

to l€s f i$s r? . . . . .  O
O,ffith@

f f io tha f f i? , . .  O

S $q,fYhrM)

NTIEF !EIW: S're IHg SFLEreNI
l tu -h t t  bdOLM-Fr tua-n6

m|trrnmpayilrtaFd
bsndrdl

v . o / #  N o o $ !

il. IilTENYIEreN HECK ITETI
A. Thlr$ft lr In

ioot im I  a5., . . . , .  .  o (Eada. ' i t6,
Rootkna3,46,7d I  O (m 298)

l.9n,A0r,?|motCilk''n
tlrh pmi lf,
M r l q . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  O  )
Fod!15.17l i th No 1&To

MddopEd trv.nturd
ddlde ln hddbld. . o I

tuqr"ll:!1ry.Tl'* Itr !(boftd childFn
i n h o s h o t d . . . . . . . .  O  l _

r * t r a * . . . . . -  . . . - .  ;  i F n t x

C. trlrl SEr!

ff i .... f, ls'w'nt
h k n )
:::- " : lQtnbn)
w u r 4 . . . .  v  t

tfffiMtld O (Athto)

I
dcuffiz Yq o GIttSt)

No O (Silpb6r)

lhfu pm.i k offitly:

Nffi mrlcd O (Atk 3t)
Al lo$d"" o (st"Pbtto)

,. Olrtllgmyao
SUPP(B€O ro.Elti dlndv
r dlilanro pavnatr?

y 6 O  N o O55. Inbd,lff
mdr ln rhlkt
rrpo.!
Payffir€
myo.,
grf?'dtED

6rslriirr
ts?

o @ o @ o

3 3 3 3 3
+ + + + 4 -
5 5 5 5 5

? ? 7 ? ?
a a F a a
9 9 9 9 9

^EA'NUEK:AA 
"EDJ 

A 'NTVWN W g

fHE VONAN IIEISELF - 'F NOf PTESENr /|.. InrdntrmdrDayiln|l
ftn |!:td lo q ffidit?

(Ys 19 -)

o r e 3 + 3 G ? 4 9
o I e 3 + 5 G ? 4 9

lhl0fi0 b dmllY:

S€pdEsd O Filpb66)
AllorhrE O lirt6Si

dvqr6tmtMQgFrya

Y6 O t No O l6ob
,. NTM

H6 mnyz

r ? 3 + t  ( s h l p b , r r ) '# z w'J*, I
c.ht I Po0itY rlofrl
g'tJ(Rrdqn'at/dsen
MhCltlrt$Yt

Atrt imcdrr l t lmnt. ,
So.no othd

V p o o t e n l f f i r . . . . . .
Or 6 ttu! rc

i i l l m o t m h q r . . . . . . o

40. Hq moy ol |trdtlldm lMnt til w
sn ffii.rrd ddoPlrd by vos. fm

Nff i  O +(Wb5r)

r  e  3  + +  ( A t t 1 r )

aa |ol'ttyr[0tmllmt
.'anat (ye r9-)

@ r 2 3 + 3 G ? 9 9
@ t ? 3 + 5 6 ? S 9

@ @ o @ @
T t f f t

3 3 3 3 3
+ + + + +

6 6 6 6 G
7 2 ? ? ?
a " e 6 a

la Hq mudr ln
cilld tF9on
p.yrnffi dld

ml
ACTUALLY
16lrhlF?

It  .0q
l l
l l

N @ O

Thbmfi n n rldt|'m erd@ ffilno
allS aDee.t

It. D6$.drild(Mltmrlirh| , l

SsfiesHray@ O
oifirslsrar... O
ot tA-Yfy . . .  o

$dfod,myouwl(lne?

r i.:3 '#iil*,
o' lb*tijryrhllrno?

Ya O (St@b:t6)
No O (@toMtp@rr)

'o. lr htati lilm E liclud.d a
prt o, rh| aftlts rslpoft nmt?

Y 6 O
N o O mpcFrtclcorr

3t hdn pc{td.?

35i pq !r4at . . . . . . . . , . . .

LB thdr 35 hM Pa. set

3i. t|l-,bOtrrLd|rWdsrqnt

Yq o (Athn) I

Na O (@bMtl@)

n Dcdr d|ildlml'r ffirr hmyltrdo
p.lrillle lolm q|tody, a illd$r?

v.l:Ylqo:'*s' ? lu'* ttt
Jo in tddo( ly . . ._ . .  O l -

N l i r h q . . . . . . . . . .  O  ( * O a < < )

a vo{rd|rnlml lg!l@0b
rttr sv dllkl r|9Frt P.vffi lll
(L8.ttw.q qatttil)t

Y6 O (Ad.tr)

No O 6rrpo52,,

67. Dld fi! drlld(mll trrtc E0r.tlt
Do|d|nrthl'||rchtF
lo.rhcnild(mt? 

I
Y€
NO

o
tL fb..FlardhtrNrd?

Yq O (Ad,t3)

No O (6obMtputorr)

$.it .rbdoayo0r0tr,
tddo?

Y 6 O  N o O



U.S. Department of Commerce 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
Washington, D.C. 20233 

Official Business 
Penalty for Private Use, $300 

FIRST-CLASS MAIL 
POSTAGE & FEES PAID 

CENSUS 
PERMIT NO. G-58 




